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REVITALIZING OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY IN THE 
PHILADELPHIA AREA 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER 29, 1959 
U.S. Senate, 


SuscomMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Security Act AND OTHER INTERNAL 
Security Laws, or THE COMMITTEE ON THE J UDICIARY, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 1:35 p.m., in courtroom 
No. 1, Federal Courthouse, Ninth and Market Streets, Philadelphia, 
Pa., Senator Roman L. Hruska presiding. FF) 

Also present: J. G. Sourwine, chief counsel; Benjamin Mandel, 
director of research; Frank W. Schroeder, chief investigator. 

Senator Hruska. The subcommittee will come to order. 

These hearings were called at the instance of the chairman of the 
Subcommittee on Internal Security, a subcommittee of the Judiciary 
Committee of the U.S. Senate, of which Senator Eastland, of Missis- 
sippi, is chairman. 

There have been reports of renewed Communist activity. There 
have been reports and evidences of revitalization of party functioning, 
not only in Aeueina as a whole but more specifically in Philadelphia. 
Therein lies the basis for the hearings which are being held today. 

This renewed Communist activity is evidenced by meetings which 
were held earlier this year within Philadelphia. Announcement was 
recently made of the impending national convention of the Commu- 
nist Party of the United States of America to be held in December, 
the date being along in the middle of December. This will be the 
17th convention of the Communist Party, U.S.A., in the existence of 
that organization which is celebrating its 40th anniversary this year. 

All of these things, of course, place a good deal of burden upon the 
Internal Security Subcommittee because, by the resolution of author- 
ity of the U.S. Senate, this subcommittee is charged with certain 
duties pertaining to the activities of the Communist Party and all 
other subversive activities which are detrimental to the internal secu- 
nity of our Nation. 

here will be several witnesses called this afternoon. 

Before proceeding further, I would like to give Mr. Sourwine, 
counsel for the committee, an opportunity to make such opening state- 
ment as he desires in regard to these hearings. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Chairman, I think perhaps all that is needed 
to be said is that the committee sits, as always, with its full authority, 
which is indivisible; that while the major areas of questioning at this 
hearing will concern the Philadelphia area and the general plans and 
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policies of the Communist Party, we may develop other areas of ques. 
tioning which, with the Chair’s permission, this subcommittee would 
pursue, wherever the indication is that there is a possibility of glean. 
ing information which would be of value in the interest of the interna] 
security of the country. 


Senator Hrusxa. Not long ago, in fact, under date of September 30, _| 


1959, J. Edgar Hoover prepared and issued a monograph, entitled 
“Communist Illusion and Democratic Reality.” There will be placed 
in the record at this point a copy of that monograph. 

(The monograph referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 1” and js 
printed, as directed by the chairman, in a separate volume, as ap 
—— to this hearing.) 

enator Hruska. In the monograph Mr. Hoover reviews in excellent 
and understandable style the simple and forceful facts and elements 
of Communist activity in the country and its meaning, its goal and its 
place in the national picture as of today. 

It is the acting chairman’s judgment, which I have expressed many, 
many times, that J. Edgar Hoover is one of the better things that has 
happened to America in this last one-third of a century. The record 
of his achievements and the achievements of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation not alone in this field but other fields is one that has 
been outstanding and in which law-abiding citizens who have the 
well-being of this Nation in mind have a good deal of pride and take 
a good deal of comfort. 

Subject to the approval of the chairman of this subcommittee, that 
monograph will be printed as a separate appendix to the hearings 
which are being held at this time. 

The first witness we have for today will be Mr. Eugene Dennis. 
Will he please step forward and take his place at the witness table! 

Mr. Retn. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if we could have these lights 
turned off while the witness is testifying. 

Senator Hruska. Those lights are here in connection with the 
camera equipment which is in the room. If the witness or his counsel 
indicate that that is not agreeable with them, we will not only have 
the lights turned off but we will instruct the photographers to take 
their pictures now and after the testimony has begun to cease their 
operations, either still or motion picture. 

Mr. Retn. I appreciate that very much, Mr. Chairman; they have 
been glaring into my eyes. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. The photographers will be given a 
brief moment in which they may point them and take their shots. 
Then they will accordingly cease and we will abide by the rules of the 
Internal Security Subcommittee which are along this line. 

The record will show that Mr. Eugene Dennis is present in the 
hearing room and he is accompanied by his attorney, David Rein. 
Mr. Dennis, will you please rise and be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you are about to 
ive will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
elp you God? 

Mr. Dennis. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF EUGENE DENNIS 


Senator Hruska. Mr. Sourwine, will you proceed ? 

Mr. Dennis. Mr. Chairman, before we proceed I would like to read 
a brief statement which is very pertinent to the hearings today. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Dennis, has that statement been submitted to 
the committee or its counsel 24 hours in advance of this hearing, as 
our rules require ? 

Mr. Dennis. I wish to introduce it at this point. 

Senator Hruska. Has this statement been submitted to the com- 
mittee 24 hours prior to this hearing as required by the rules of the 
committee ? 

Mr. Dennis. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that it is essential to the 
guarantee of my constitutional rights, in view of the remarks that the 
chairman has made in opening this thing, that I should be permitted 
to read a very brief statement relative to the position which I will 
take in regard to questions propounded to me, why I shall invoke 
the first and fifth amendments and shall not voluntarily answer any 

uestions regarding my political beliefs and associations; and, 
urther, it is pertinent because I called to the attention of the 
Congress—— 
Senator Hruska. Mr. Dennis, will you please come to order? 

Mr. Dennis. The Nelson Rockefeller conspiracy, the munitions 
lobby and—— 

Senator Hrusxa. Will you please come to order ? 

Mr. Dennis. May I read this statement? 

Senator Hruska. The Chair is about to rule on that point. If you 
are in the process of giving the substance of the statement you are 
entirely out of order. 

And, as you well know, Mr. Dennis, the rules of the committee are 
that any statement that the witness wishes to make at the inception of 
his testimony must be submitted to the counsel of the committee or 
to the committee member in charge of the hearings 24 hours in 
advance of the hearing. 

There is good and valid reason for that. That is the well- 
established rule of the committee, you having been aware of that 
should be guided accordingly, and I am constrained to say that this 
isnot the time for you to make a statement. 

You may at any time in response to questions given you assert your 
privilege, if you want to make a claim to one, but this is not the 
time for such a statement. 

Mr. Dennis. Mr. Chairman, I was not so notified. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Dennis, you are aware of that because on 
previous occasions when you testified before this same Internal Se- 
curity Subcommittee you made a similar attempt to make an intro- 
duction of an introductory statement and you were advised what the 
committee rule was and that rule was enforced at that time as it will 
be at this time. 

Mr. Dennis. I will remind the chairman that at that time I was 
permitted to read a part of the statement. 

Senator Hruska. And that was, of course, upon submission of the 
statement to counsel before you read it and by a waiver of the rule. 
You have made no such action now. 
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Mr. Dennis. I willsubmitthisstatement. = 

Senator Hruska. Very well, you may submit it and we will refer 
it to counsel for his judgment. 

(Pause in the proceedings. ) 

Senator Hruska. The record will show that the acting chairman 
has perused the statement and he has counseled with Mr. Sourwine, 
It is his ruling that the statement is out of order and it will not be 
given at this time by the witness. 

Mr. Dennis. Mr. Chairman—— 

Senator Hruska. And that will not in any way prejudice the rights 
of the witness because at any time he chooses during the propounding 
of questions to him he may assert any constitutional rights he may 
wish to avail himself of. That is the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. Sourwine, you may proceed. 

Mr. Dennis. Mr. Chairman, I request that the statement be intro- 
duced in the record. 

Senator Hruska. That request will be taken under advisement. 

Mr. Sourwine, you may proceed. 

Mr. Dennis. Is this thing [indicating microphone] disconnected? 

A Trecunicran. It has been disconnected, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, where do you live ? 

Mr. Dennis. 620 West 151st Street, New York City. 

Mr. Sourwine. And what is your business address? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. On what ground, Mr. Dennis? 

Mr. Dennis. On the basis of my constitutional rights under the first 
amendment which prohibits this or any other committee of the Con- 
gress to investigate my political beliefs or associations. 

I decline further because I refuse to be a party to this committee’s 
efforts to use this hearing in such a way as to obstruct the historic 
understandings reached by the President and Premier Khrushchev or 
Richard Nixon in improving American-Soviet relations. 

I further refuse to answer under my rights in the fifth amendment, 
because of existing repressive legislation on the statute books and the 
way it is administered, legislation which this committee bears a sinister 
responsibility in helping enact, legislation which 

enator Hruska. The witness will refrain from making any de- 
rogatory remarks about the committee. 

Mr. Dennis. Legislation under which, if I were to answer this or 
similar questions, might involve me in litigation or court proceedings 
and under the fifth amendment I refuse to be a witness against my- 
self. 

Senator Hruska. Before making a ruling the Chair would like to 
know if the witness considers the place of his residence, the place of 
his business as being a disclosure of political activity or belief ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer on the grounds stated. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. The Chair will rule that the objec- 
tions voiced on the basis of the first amendment and, in fact, on all 
grounds other than the fifth amendment, are overruled. With refer- 
ence to his objection to the question on the basis of the fifth amend- 
ment and the testimony against himself, the objection is sustained. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Dennis, you are presently the national secre- 
tary of the Communist Party, U.S.A., are you not? 
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Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, in an advertisement appearing in the 
Worker for September 27, 1959, you are mentioned as a speaker at a 
meeting celebrating the 40th anniversary celebration of the Commu- 
nist Party, U.S.A., held at Carnegie Hall in New York City on Fri- 
day, September 25. You are listed in the Worker as the national 
secretary, Communist Party, U.S.A. _ tly 

Won’t you admit that the Worker is the official publication of the 
Communist Party and its designation of you as national secretary of 
the Party is accurate ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer on the ground stated. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, is the Communist Party, U.S.A., of 
which the Worker, the organ of the Communist Party, says you are 
the national secretary, the same organization, in the legal sense, that 
was founded on September 1, 1919 ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer on the grounds stated. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I offer for the record a photostat of 
an article from the Worker for August 30, 1959, page 16, and a clip- 
ping from the Worker of September 27, 1959, and another clipping 
from the Worker of August 9, 1959. The article is headed “CP Calls 
for 2-Month 40th Anniversary Celebration,” the first one; and the 
other two are advertisements of the 40th anniversary celebration of 
the Communist Party, U.S.A. 

Senator Hruska. The exhibits offered will be made a part of the 
record at this point, and accepted for the use of the committee. 

(The clippings refered to were marked “Exhibit 2, 2—A and 2-B” 
and read as follows :) 

Exuisit No. 2 


[From the Worker, Aug. 30, 1959] 
CP CALLS FOR 2-MONTH 40TH ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION 


The Communist Party vowed last week, on the eve of the 40th anniversary 
of its founding, “to strive ever more effectively to fulfill its role as an Ameri- 
can vanguard party, to strengthen itself theoretically and ideologically, to build 
anew and with greater firmness than ever its ties to the masses of American 
working people, to build the people’s democratic unity in the fight against the 
trusts, and to lead the way to a socialist America.” 

In a public statement the party’s national executive committee urged its mem- 
bers and friends to join in the observance of the anniversary during September 
and October. 

The statement follows: 

“On September 1, 1919—40 years ago—the Communist Party of the U.S.A. came 
into being. It was born in the period of storm and struggle following World 
War I, and its 40 years have been a history of struggle for peace, democracy, and 
social progress—40 years which have witnessed momentous change on a world 
scale and in our own country. 

“Then, the world’s first socialist state was fighting for its life against foreign 
intervention. Today one-third of the world is socialist and promises soon to 
overtake capitalism in every respect. Then, the national liberation movement 
was making its first, halting advances. Today there exists an imposing bloc 
of liberated countries—a powerful bastion of world peace and national freedom. 


Then world peace was but a dream. Today a world without war is a goal within 
our immediate reach. 
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“Then, less than 4 million American workers were organized, chiefly thoge jp 
skilled crafts. Today a powerful labor movement exists, numbering some 1¢ 
million members and embracing the country’s basic industries. In these years, 
too, there have been impressive advances in the social and economic welfare 
of American workers, as well as in the movement for full equality for oy, 
country’s 16 million Negro citizens. 

“In all these struggles, the Communist Party has played no small par, 
Though it has never been large in numbers, its contributions to the fight againg 
war and fascism, organization of the unorganized, social security, Negro rights 
and other vitally important movements and crusades, have had a signiticant 
impact on the American scene. 

“During these 40 years, the party has weathered repeated assaults by big 
business reaction which, ever since the party’s inception, has aimed at nothing 
less than its total destruction. From the Palmer raids to the Smith, Taft. 
Hartley, McCarran, and Communist control acts; from the political blacklists of 
the twenties to the witch hunts of the Walter and Bastland committees of today, 
no effort has been spared in the unending campaign falsely to brand the Com. 
munist Party as “foreign agent,” as a “conspiracy” to advocate the violent over. 
throw of the U.S. Government, and to destroy its democratic rights and influence 
as an American political party. 

“The party has weathered repeated onslaughts of revisionism and the pernj. 
cious, destructive effects of dogmatism and sectarianism within its own ranks, 
above all the unparalleled ideological crisis of the past few years. From this 
we have emerged intact, though much reduced in numbers and influence, and 
again on the road to consolidation and new growth. 

“That the Communist Party has survived every attack and that its enemies 
cannot succeed in their efforts to destroy it is due to the fact that it owes its 
existence, not to sinister machinations or conspiracies, but to the class struggle 
which, in this as in every other capitalist country, inevitably gives birth to 
working class political party guided by the principles of scientific socialism, 

“As Robert Minor once said: 

“‘*The forces that brought the Communist movement into existence are the 
deepest, the most permanent forces in American history. This land of the most 
highly developed economic system and correspondingly the most powerful capi- 
talist state—the largest and strongest capitalism the world has ever known—has 
within it more compelling social causes for a Communist movement than any 
other country.’ 

“The Communist Party proudly celebrates its 40th anniversary, determined 
to strive ever more effectively to fulfill its role as an American vanguard political 
party, to strengthen itself theoretically and ideologically, to build anew and with 
greater firmness than ever its ties to the masses of American working people, 
to build the people’s democratic unity in the fight against the trusts, and to lead 
the way toa socialist America. 

“On this occasion we dedicate ourselves anew to the great cause of world 
peace, and to the fight for socialism. On this occasion, too, we pledge ourselves 
to a heightened struggle for democratic rights in our country, and for the free 
dom of our imprisoned comrades, Bob Thompson, Henry Winston, and Gil Green, 
as well as of all other political prisoners. 

“It is in this spirit that we call upon the party’s members and friends to join 
in the observance of its 40th anniversary during the months of September and 
October, to make it an occasion for looking confidently toward the future, for 
uniting and strengthening the Communist Party and setting it more firmly on 
the road ahead.” 
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Exursir No. 2-A 
{From the Worker, Aug. 27, 1959] 


1919-1959 — 
40th Anniversary Celebration 
Commun 
Carnegie Hall, 57 Street and Seventh Ave. 
Friday, September 25 at 8:00 pm, sharp 


SEE: The 40 Years History on the Screen 


Speakers: 
Eugene Dennis, national secretary, Communist 
Party USA 
Benjamin J. Davis, former New York City council 
man, New York State Committee Com- 
munist Party 
Hear the Voice of 
Dr. Juan Marinello, chairman of the Popular 
Socialist Party of Cuba 
Tim Buck, Leader of the Labor Progressive 
Party of Canada 
Guest Speakers: 


Scott Nearing Helen Alfred. 
Chairman, Elizabeth Gurley Flynn 
Admission $1.00 Everybody Welcome 
Tickets at: 


Jefferson Bookshop 100 East 16 Street 
Worker Office 23 West 26 Street 
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ExuHisit No. 2-B 
[From the Worker, Aug. 9, 1959, p. 12] 


SSSHSSSSSSSHSSSHSSSHSSHSHSHSOHSHSSHSSHHSOSHEGESOOESOCCOCE 


All-Midwest Celebration 


40th Anniversary, 





—jn the city of its birth 


SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 8 p.m. 


Sky Room of The Midwest Hotel, 
Hamlin & Madison, Chicago 


National Speakers 
Entertainment 


— Admission :$1.00 — 


Auspices: Communist Party, USA, Illinois District 
SOHOOOOSOHSSOHOHOOOSEHOESOOSOSOSSOOLHSOOCOHOSESOEEE 


Mr. Sourwrne. In connection, Mr. Dennis, with the 40th anniver- 
sary celebration of the Communist Party, the national executive com- 
mittee of the Communist Party, U.S.A., has stated and I quote: 

On September 1, 1919—40 years ago—the Communist Party of the U.S.A. 
came into being. * * * we call upon the party’s members and friends to join 
in the observance of its 40th anniversary. 

I am reading from the article which has just been put in the record. 

I should like to ask you, Mr. Dennis, what right does the Commu- 
nist Party, U.S.A., have to celebrate its 40th anniversary this year? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer the question on the grounds stated 
previously. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, are you familiar with the appeal by 
Gregory Zinoviev, former president of the executive committee of the 
Communist International and former member of the Politburo of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, an appeal addressed to: 

All of those who are for the Soviets and the proletarian dictatorship * * * to 
unite as soon as possible and form a unified Communist Party? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer on the grounds as I stated earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Wasn’t that the appeal made by Mr. Zinoviev in 
1919 at the time of the formation of the Communist Party, U.S.A.? 

Mr. Dennis, I decline to answer that on the grounds stated. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, do you have any knowledge respecting 
a meeting held at the Essex Hotel in Philadelphia on October 10 of 
this year to celebrate the 40th anniversary of the Communist Party, 
U.S.A. ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer for the reasons I stated earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. I asked you, Mr. Dennis, what right the Communist 
Party had to celebrate its 40th anniversary. Isn’t it true that the 
party was known as the Communist Party of America in 1919; the 
Communist Labor Party of America the same year; the United Com- 
munist Party of America in 1921; the Workers Party of America in 
the same year; the Workers (Communist) Party of America in 1925; 
Communist Party of the United States in 1930; Communist Political 
Association in 1944; and the Communist Party of the United States 
from 1945 to date? 

Mr. Dennis. I refuse to answer on the grounds I have stated earlier. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did all of these names, Mr. Dennis, embrace the 
same political entity ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer for the above stated reasons. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling on those objections, this one and the 
ones immediately preceding. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, was the Communist Party, U.S.A., 
inspired in 1919 by the Russian revolution ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer for the reasons as I have indicated 
earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you choose not to agree with the statement sent 
to the 40th anniversary celebration meeting of the CPUSA held at 
Carnegie Hall on September 25, 1959, by William Z. Foster, honorary 
chairman of the CPUSA, that: 

When the Communist Party was born four decades ago, the Russian workers 
and peasants, supported by militant workers in many parts of the world, in- 
eluding the United States, were striking a tremendous blow against capital- 


ism * * * and, together with the great Russian Communist Party, there stand 
the brave Communist Parties of People’s China, Indonesia, Italy, France, India, 


Brazil, Cuba, and many others. 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer the question on the grounds of 
the first amendment, the fifth amendment, and the additional rea- 
sons I gave earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, for the record, the quotation from 
Mr. Foster, which I read, was reported in the Daily Worker of Oc- 
tober 11, 1959, at page 5. 

Is it not true, Mr. Dennis, that the Communist Party, U.S.A., and 
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union have the same emblems, 
namely, the hammer and sickle? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer on the same reasons I gave earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, I show you a photostat of a news story 
appearing in the Baltimore (Md.) Sun, Friday, October 23, 1959, 
headlined “American Says Communist Party in United States Is 
Growing.” 

I should like you to look at this article. 
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Have you had an opportunity to read it and to consult with your 
counsel, Mr. Dennis? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Sourwrine. I say, Mr. Dennis, have you read it and discussed jt 
with your counsel, Mr. Rein? 

Mr. Dennis. I have read it; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. May I have it back? I will give you an oppor. 
tunity, Mr. Dennis, to offer any comments that you may care to offer 
with regard to the accuracy or inaccuracy of this news story. 

Mr. Dennis. I have no comments. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is it true, as this article reports, that: 

The Communist Party of the United States has overcome internal ideologica) 
quarrels, made up membership losses, and has resumed mass activity. 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer on the grounds I previously stated, 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. This article quotes Herbert Aptheker, who is des. 
ignated as an American Communist Party official. 

Do you know Herbert Aptheker? : 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer on the reasons given previously, 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. This article quotes Mr. Aptheker as stating that— 


Two years ago, the Communist Party of the U.S.A. started to cure its wounds 
and restore its strength— 


He said— 


Party lines were tightened after the meeting of the nation plenum a year ago last 
February, which “made it possible to overcome paralysis which stopped party 
activity for several months.” 

New members were recruited “particularly among youth,” said the official, 
The party began once again to carry out explanatory work and distribute 
Marxist literature. 

Is that correct ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer for the reasons given. 

Mr. Sourwine. I will offer this, Mr. Chairman, as the article which 
was shown to the witness and upon which he has declined to comment. 

Senator Hruska. The exhibit will be appropriately marked and 
placed in the record at this point. , 

The news story referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 3” and reads 
as follows:) 
ExuHIsIT No. 3 


[From the Baltimore Sun, Oct. 23, 1959] 


AMERICAN SAYS COMMUNIST PARTY IN UNITED STATES IS GROWING 
By Peter J. Kumpa 


Moscow, October 22.—The Communist Party of the United States has over 
come internal ideological quarrels, made up membership losses, and has resumed 
mass activity, it was reported here today, 

An American party official, Herbert Aptheker, gave that optimistic reevalua- 
tion of the party’s current status in the Soviet party journal, Party Life. 

He said the American party was now carrying on its fight inside trade unions 


and participating in unemployment demonstrations as well as helping to battle | 


for the Negro in the school integration drive. 
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HISTORY REVIEWED 


Aptheker asserted that the party was playing ‘a considerable role” working 
against military preparations and the foreign policy of the cold war. He said the 

rty had helped “various” antiwar organizations and started “to develop the 
fight for peace directly among the masses.” 

The long report in the Soviet Communist Party magazine was largely devoted 
to party history and the continuing fight within it that froze its activities. 

Two years ago, afer its 16th party congress, Aptheker reported that the party 
“started to cure its wounds and restore its strength.” He said party lines were 
tightened after the meeting of the nation plenum a year ago last February, which 
“made it possible to overcome paralysis which stopped party activity for several 

hs.” 
— members were recruited “particularly among youth,” said the official. 


The party began once again to carry out explanatory work and distribute 
Marxist literature. 


In its “peace” fight, Aptheker reported that Communists organized street meet- 
ings and demonstrations in several large American cities. 

While he declared that “definite progress” had been made within the party 
battle over revisionism, Aptheker indicated that ideological bickering was far 

om over. 
In the organizational field, revisionism is already rooted out, but much has 
to be done to eliminate this poison from the ideological field,” he said. 


TAXES INCREASES CITED 


Aptheker argued with the revisionist philosophy that U.S. foreign policy was 
imperialistic and that it was communism which was undergoing a world crisis. 
He denied the revisionist thesis that Americans had no class consciousness by 
holding that the militant feelings of workers had risen in recent years because 
of three successive depressions, increases of prices and taxes and toughening of 
working conditions. 


Mr. Sourwine. Are you aware of the fact, Mr. Dennis, that the 
World Marxist Review, the theoretical and information journal of 
Communist and Workers Parties, in the issue of October 1958, pages 
80 and 81, reprints the resolution of the national committee of the 
CPUSA and declares that that organization, “is making better head- 
way along the road mapped out by the 16th national convention” ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer for the reasons I have given before. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, are you custodian of the records of the 
Communist Party, U.S.A.? 

Mr, Dennis. I decline to answer for the reasons given before. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Will you tell the committee, Mr. Dennis, how many 
persons are presently on the membership rolls of the Communist 
Party, U.S.A. ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer for the reasons I gave previously. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Will you produce those membership records of the 
Communist Party for this committee ? 

Mr. Dennis. 1 decline to answer for the reasons I have given earlier. 

Mr. Sourwine. Very well. You mean by your answer that you 
would decline to answer whether or not you will produce them? 

Mr. Dennis. You heard me correctly. 

Mr. Sourwine. At this point, Mr. Chairman, it seems the only way 
to find out whether Mr. Dennis will produce them would be to subpena 
them. 

I respectfully request that consideration be given by the committee 
for the issuance of such a subpena. 
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Mr. Dennis, have you, during the current year, attended any meet- 
ings in Philadelphia? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer for the reasons I have given earlier, 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you visited Philadelphia this year, Mr, 
Dennis? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer for the reasons stated. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are here now; aren’t you, Mr. Dennis? 

Mr. Dennis. I believe that is apparent. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you visited Philadelphia on any other ocea- 
sion in—— 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer for the reasons given before. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you not, as a matter of fact, visited Philadel. 
phia on several occasions for the purpose of attending and addressing 
meetings of local Communist functionaries ? 

Mr. Dennis. I refuse to answer on the grounds as stated earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, did you ever attend a meeting on the 
third floor of 917 Race Street in Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer for the reasons I gave previously, 

Mr. SourwineE. Is it not—— 

Senator Hruska. Just a moment, counsel. 

Will it be agreeable to the witness and his counsel that instead of 
the acting chairman repeating “the same ruling” each time, that ruling 
appear in the record—that is, the entry of those words—each time 
the witness answers with objection as he has done? 

Mr. Rern. Surely; it is agreeable. 

Senator Hruska, Thank you. 

Mr. Retn. Perhaps we could also save the trouble of making objec- 
tions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Hruska. Unfortunately, that would not be quite accord- 
ing to the proceedings as we would like to have them. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Specifically, Mr. Dennis, is it not a fact that on 
May 8, 1959, you did attend a meeting on the third floor of 917 Race 
Street, Philadelphia, and that you were the principal speaker at this 
meeting ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer on the grounds as I gave earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. I put it to you as a fact, Mr. Dennis, and ask you 
to deny it if it is untrue, or correct it if you consider it inaccurate, 
that you did appear at this meeting on the third floor of 917 Race 
Street, Philadelphia, on May 8, 1959, and that you did there talk to 
local Communist functionaries in the city of Philadelphia, and that 
you stressed the importance of a money-raising campaign to increase 
the circulation of the Communist Party publication, the Worker. 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer for the reasons I gave earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. I put it to you as a fact, Mr. Dennis, and ask you 
to deny it if it is untrue, that you did then and there on May 8, 1959, 
speak to the local Communist functionaries of the city of Philadel- 
phia on the duty of local Communist Party members to become very 
active politically. 
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Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer on the basis of the reasons that I 
have set forth earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. SourwinE. I put it to you, Mr. Dennis, as a fact and ask you to 
deny it if it is untrue, that you did then and there stress the party 
jine to infiltrate labor organizations, to enter into the racial question, 
and to infiltrate the major political parties ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 

iven earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. And I put it to you as a fact and I ask you to deny 
it if it is untrue, that at this same meeting and in this speech on May 
8, 1959, before the Communist Party functionaries in Philadelphia, 
you spoke of how successfully the party infiltrated the unemployment 
march on Washington in the spring of this year ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
given earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. And I put it to you as a fact, Mr. Dennis, and ask 
you to deny it if it is untrue, that at this same meeting you touched 
on the controversial question of the occupation of West Berlin, and 

raised the “merchants of socialism”, saying that by 1965 the social- 
istic countries will exceed the industrial production of the entire 
capitalistic world ? 

Mr. Dennis. I refuse to answer on the grounds given earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you suppose, Mr. Dennis, that the people of 
Russia, who are being told that under a new 7-year plan they will 
surpass the industrial production of the United States and are being 
told at the same time that the United States is a hotbed of unemploy- 
ment and dissension and poverty—ever wonder why, if this is true, 
it is going to take them 7 years to catch up or, if it is true, what will 
happen when we get rid of the unemployment and poverty ? 

Mr. Dennis. You are asking a question or making a statement, Mr. 
Sourwine? 

Mr. Sourwine. I ask if you have ever wondered about that. 

Mr. Dennis. I don’t wonder about such hypothetical statements as 
you have just made. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, I put it to you as a fact and ask you 
to deny it if it is untrue, that at the meeting on the third floor of 917 
Race Street, Philadelphia, on May 8, you also spoke of the project of 
the Communist Party for a postal card and telegram campaign to the 
President of the United States? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
given earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, will you tell us who introduced you at 
the Race Street meeting to which I referred ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
given earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, at this Race Street meeting on May 8, 
you spoke of : 
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You and thousands like you throughout the country who are engaged in similar 
activity. 

Were you referring to thousands of Communists ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer for the reasons given earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. At this meeting on the third floor of 917 Race Street 
on May 8 you spoke about workers participating in the fight 
to help bring about a national emergency conference so as to organize intervention 
on the part of the Federal Government not only to apprehend lynchers but algo 
to bring before the country, we and ten thousands of others, that it is necessary 
that there should be Federal intervention in the South to guarantee integration 
in the schools and the right to vote in 1960. 

Is this an objective of the Communist Party, U.S.A. ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer for the reasons I stated earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. At this meeting, Mr. Dennis, of May 8, you said 
that— 


the left, inclusive of the Communists, were responsible for at least 25 percent of 
the delegations that went to Washington and of the petitions that were secured, 

To what delegations did you refer ? 

Mr. Dennis. I refuse to answer for the reasons that I gave. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. To what petitions did you refer ? 

Mr. Dennis. Same answer. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Were you not in fact referring to the so-called 
youth march on Washington in October 1958? 

Mr. Dennis. Same answer. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, at this same meeting at 917 Race Street 
on May 8, you spoke of, “those in the Pentagon who are trigger happy.” 
To whom did you refer ? 

Mr. Dennis. Same answer. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, do you know or know of anybody in the 
Pentagon who is trigger happy ? 

Mr. Dennis. In my opinion there are plenty of trigger-happy men 
in the Pentagon, those who have advocated preventative war on occa- 
sions, those who have brandished the H-bombs, those who persist in the 
nuclear rearmament of Germany, those who prepare for the establish- 
ment of missile bases with atomic warheads in Italy and recently in 
Turkey, as well as in Britain. 

The list could be added to. The trigger-happy people are also to 
be found among the admirers and supporters of the chairman of this 
committee, those who go about murdering and lynching Negroes. 

Senator Hrusxa. There will be no personal references to any mem- 
ber of this committee. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, were these the persons and individuals 
to whom you were referring when you made the statement about 
trigger-happy people at the Race Street meeting ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer on the grounds which I gave 
previously. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
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Mr. Witness, you, just a bit ago, described those whom you con- 
sidered trigger happy in the Pentagon. Judged by those same stand- 
ards and criteria, a description of which you have given, would you 

lease tell the committee whether or not you consider there are 
trigger-happy people to be found in the Kremlin? 

itr. Dennis. I will just observe, Mr. Chairman, that there are 
American missile bases and rocket bases and military bases surround- 
ing the Socialist countries, I believe over 300 major bases, from the 
press reports of them. 

I think it is a matter of common knowledge that there are no bases 
or military bases of the Soviet countries in, let us say, Mexico or 
Canada or off Long Island or 

Senator Hruska. Has there been any brandishing of the atomic 
weapons by members of the Kremlin or any other leaders of the 
Communist Party, brandishing of atomic weapons similar to that 
which you referred to in the Pentagon? 

Mr. Dennis. In my opinion, no. 

Senator Hruska. So that the statements made many, many times 
by Khrushchev in which he repeated again and again that Russia 
had the capability of pulverizing America with atomic bombs have 
not come to your attention or you do not give him credit for having 
made those statements—am I warranted in making those conclu- 
sions, one or the other ¢ 

Mr. Dennis. I don’t recollect such statements as the Chair has de- 
scribed. There is one thing, in my opinion, speaking of capability; 
it is another thing, threatening use of military capability. 

Senator Hruska. I call the attention of the witness to the fact 
many threats of that nature have been made by Mr. Khrushchev in 
relatively recent times, the most recent being in criticism of the Cap- 
tive Nations resolution by the Congress of the United States, at which 
time he became very abusive and in which he did make direct threats 
of use of atomic weapons on this country if the need arose and said 
that he had the capability. Does that refresh your recollection on that 
subject any ? 

Mr. Dennis. It does not refresh my recollection and I believe the 
chairman is in error. 

Senator Hruska. And you recall of no other instance where there 
was a similar threat of use of weapons made by Khrushchev, of atomic 
weapons against the free world or any part thereof ? 

Mr. Dennis. I don’t recall any alleged threat such as the chairman 
described. 

Senator Hruska. Does the witness recall the occasion when the 
leadership of the Russians, namely Khrushchev, threatened the drop- 
ping of bombs upon central Europe—upon Western Europe and upon 

ngland, if they dared to establish launching pads for missile bases 
in those countries ? 

Mr. Dennis. What they—such an allegation is, in my belief, with- 
out foundation. 

Senator Hruska. And you recall no such statement having been 
made by Khrushchev ? 

Mr. Dennis. I don’t. 
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Senator Hruska. Is it a reasonable assumption for the Chair to 
make that you keep yourself as informed as any ordinary citizen op 
these matters—you read newspapers, you read magazines 

Mr. Dennis. That is a reasonable assumption. 

Senator Hruska. Then we can proceed upon such assumption, can 
we not? 

Mr. Dennis. That is for you. 

Senator Hruska. Do you attach any meaning at all to the very 
famous and oft-repeated statement by Khrushchev addressed to this 
Nation, particularly that, “We will bury you.” Do you attach any 
meaning to that at all? 

Mr. Dennis. As I recall, Mr. Chairman, that matter was gone into 
at some length and clarified by the Premier in the National Press Club 
in Washington. 

Senator Hruska. And you consider that his answers to questions 
pertaining to that declaration were a clarification of such statement? 

Mr. Dennis. I think the essence of the question, that capitalism fol- 
lowed feudalism and that capitalism was a superior society to feudal- 
ism was incorrect, and I think the further statement that socialism is 
a higher social order than capitalism and that eventually it will re- 
place the capitalistic system, I think that is substantially a correct 
statement. 

Senator Hruska. And when you say socialism, you mean, then, that 
you 

Mr. Dennis. I mean a new social order of society. 

Senator Hruska. A socialistic society ? 

Mr. Dennis. A new social order of society in which the working 
class will be the ruling class. 

Senator Hruska. And are you speaking of Russia as being a coun- 
try in which that presently prevails? 

Mr. Dennis. In my opinion, the Soviet Union is a Socialist country 
with a Socialist structure. 

Senator Hruska. And it is within the definition and description of 
“Socialist country” that you used a little while ago in commenting 
that it was superior to the capitalism system; is that true? 

Mr. Dennis. I used it in the broad terms of “social system.” 

Senator Hruska. In other words, you agree with Mr. Khrushchev 
on his explanation or his evaluation of the Socialist countries being 
superior to the capitalist countries and his explanation of “We will 
bury you.” Isthata fair interpretation of your remarks? 

Mr. Dennis. I am definitely of the opinion that when socialism is 
established in the United States at the will of and by the determina- 
tion of the majority of the American people, that it will produce a 
society here, socialism in the United States, far superior to anything 
that American capitalism has done and exploitation, and will end 
oppression of the Negro, that it will allow the creative endeavors of 
the American people to flower, it will make it possible for automation 
to be used in the interest of workers and not merely displacing them, 
it will make possible the use for peaceful purposes and the harnessing 
of nuclear energy for the welfare of mankind and it will make it 
possible for America and the world to live in peace, and make a 
positive contribution to peace. 
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Senator Hruska. And all of these wonderful and glorious thin 
that you now described, now prevail under the Soviet Government in 
Russia, is that the implication you seek to make and create? 

Mr. Dennis. This is what I say, definitely, and I am strongly of the 
opinion that the Socialist systems in the Socialist lands are su- 

rior —— 

Senator Hruska. And the—— 

Mr. Dennis. And it does not necessarily mean that because this 
country has more or less telephones—— 

Senator Hruska. I am not asking you that, Mr. Dennis. I am 
asking whether in your judgment Russia has that type of Socialist 
government and is enjoying the fruits thereof that you described so 
splendidly a little bit ago. hr 

Mr. Dennis. I am of the opinion that the Soviet Union has made 
unprecedented and historical progress in the 41 years of its building. 

enator Hruska. Will you answer my question ? 

Mr. Dennis. Under tremendous handicaps. 

Senator Hruska. That is not responsive. 

Mr. Dennis. It is making gigantic leaps forward and I think, on 
the rate of social and rate of industrial progress and the progress of 
the Socialist construction and the building of communism, that the 
Socialist system in the Soviet Union will attain even greater economic 
achievement, far beyond sputniks and luniks, and even with the build- 
ing of 20 million new apartments in the next 7 years, and many other 
things. 

Bonibor Hruska. Does Russia now have the type of Socialist gov- 
ernment which you would like to see installed here in America? 

Mr. Dennis. I am of the opinion that the American people will 
chart an American road to socialism and that American history and 
traditions and the progressive and democratic experiences and strug- 
gles of our people will definitely shape the way for socialism 

Senator Hruska. The Chair rules the answer is not responsive. 

Mr. Dennis. In our country. 

Senator Hruska. The Chair’s question was: Does Russia now have 
the type of Socialist government you would like to see installed in 
America? 

Mr. Dennis. I believe in substantial form, Mr. Chairman, I have 
answered the essence of the question. 

Senator Hruska. You what? 

Mr. Dennis. I believe in substance I have answered the question 
you asked. 

Senator Hruska. I should like to inquire again whether the witness 
believes that Russia has the type of Socialist government which he 
has described in great detail and whether that is the type of govern- 
ment he would like to see adopted in America? 

Mr. Dennis. I have explained, Mr. Chairman, that I believe that a 
majority of the American people will themselves decide to make a 
democratic decision, will establish socialism in our country, and the 
form and particular ways that it will be accomplished will not be 
identical with the way socialism has been established in other 
countries. 


Senator Hruska. And then we can apparently — 
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Mr. Dennis. The thing that would be similar will be—which class 
is the ruling class, the working class, and then all its allies among the 
working—Negro people, intellectuals, et cetera. 

Senator Hruska. And including the same attitude toward satellite 
nations that Russia now has; will America also have that attitude 
and that philosophy of government, that it will keep in slavery satel. 
lite countries which are oppressed and in virtual slavery today, wil] 
that be a part of the Socialist government that America will chooge 
to install by majority vote in this country ? 

Mr. Dennis. The only Soviet satellites I am familiar with are those 
going around in their orbits. 

Senator Hruska. And the witness does not recall the slavery status 
of approximately 14 or 15 nations which are under Communist domi- 
nation and under Communist oppression at the present time, does 
that not ring a bell with his memory as being an existing fact at the 
present time? 

Mr. Dennis. That isa nonexisting fact. 

Senator Hruska. Sir? 

Mr. Dennis. That isa nonexistent fact. 

Senator Hruska. It isa nonexistent fact? 

Mr. Dennis. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. And it is to be taken by this committee that it 
is the belief of this witness that the 14 or 15 nations such as Czecho- 
slovakia, Poland, Lithuania, Bulgaria, Hungary, and so on, that 
those are free and independent nations without being under the oppres- 
sion of or under the domination of the Soviet Union of Russia; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Dennis. Free and independent Socialist nations. 

Senator Hruska. Without any direction by the Soviet Union of 
Russia, without any armies being stationed, without any threat of 
armies to interfere if the occasion arises? 

Mr. Dennis. They are free and independent nations building their 
own life, charting their own course, and having friendly relations 
with mutual benefit among Socialist countries. 

And as far as troops of this or that nation, if they exist, they exist 
on the basis of treaty. 

Senator Hruska. And they have the free elections, free press, and 
sreecomn of worship which we have in this country; is that what they 
have ? 

Mr. Dennis. They have. They are possessed of a working class 
democracy and they are proceeding to develop their parliamentary 
and electoral systems in accord with their own constitutions which 
they themselves have created. They are building their own life in their 
own image and not in the image of Washington. 

Senator Hruska. And in the way that the majority of the working 
people determined in free elections; is that right? 

Mr. Dennis. I didn’t understand the question. 

Senator Hruska. And they are making this determination of their 
own destiny by reason of a majority vote of all the workers within 
each of those countries; is that the idea? ; 

Mr. Dennis. They are determining their own destiny on the basis 
of the will and the interest of their working class and the majority 
of the people of their country. 
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Senator Hruska. And freely expressed at free elections? 

Mr. Dennis. Freely expressed in their own way according to their 
own traditions, according to the constitutions which they themselves 
have established. They are building their own lives and they do not 
want any interference such as has been done by forces in our country 
in connection with Cuba, Guatemala, and many others. 

Senator Hruska. Or by the Communist Party of the United States 
right here in this country ; isn’t that true? 

r. Dennis. On the basis of the questions propounded earlier in 
that respect, that question I would have to decline to answer for the 
reasons I gave earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Well, that is an entirely suitable response and one 
which is in keeping with the answers to the questions propounded in 
the immediately past few minutes. 

Mr. Sourwine, would you like to continue with your questioning? 

Mr. Sourwine. I have two questions following up the line of in- 
quiry which the Chairdeveloped.  __ 

One, Mr. Dennis, you used the interesting phrase, “great leaps 
forward.” ‘That phrase was recently attributed to Mao Tse-tung; 
was it not ? 

Mr. Dennis. It may have been. 

Mr. Sourwine. And would you also like to add, when we achieve 
in this country the Socialist state which you see coming, will we also 
have slave labor camps like they have in Soviet Russia? 

Mr. Dennis. Well, you are assuming a state of affairs which is 
not—in his recent visit, Governor Harriman and many others have 
exploded that myth. 

Mr. SourwineE. You would testify, Mr. Dennis, slave labor condi- 
tions do not exist in Soviet Russia ? 

Mr. Dennis. I have no personal knowledge of such a state of affairs. 
I don’t believe those conditions exist. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, at the Race Street meeting of May 8, 
which we have been discussing, you stated that the Soviet Union will, 
in 1960-65, have a total gross national output that will exceed half of 
the United States and you also stated that by 1965 the total industrial 
output of all the Socialist countries will exceed half of the entire capi- 
talistic world. Where did you get those figures ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer that question for the reasons pre- 
viously stated. 

And in respect to your previous question I would remark that in the 
new society in our country there will no longer be slave conditions, 
imperialistic conditions, the oppression of the Negro people in the 
South, particularly in a State like Mississippi. 

Senator Hruska. As the result of an earlier statement the Chair 
would like to suggest, and unless there is objection by the chairman of 
the committee, there will be inserted at this point in the record verbatim 
the resolution of the U.S. Congress with reference to the so-called 
captive nations so we may have a sort of counterbalancing idea as to 
slavery as it really exists. 

(The resolution referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 4” and reads 
as follows:) 
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ExuHrsit No. 4 


Pustic Law 86-90, 86TH CoNnGreEss, SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 111, 
APPROVED JULY 17, 1959 


JOINT RESOLUTION Providing for the designation of the third week of July as “Captive 
Nations Week” 


Whereas the greatness of the United States is in large part attributable to 
its having been able, through the democratic process, to achieve a harmonioys 
national unit of its people, even though they stem from the most diverse of 
racial, religious, and ethnic backgrounds; and 

Whereas this harmonious unification of the diverse elements of our free go. 
ciety has led the people of the United States to possess a warm understanding 
and sympathy for the aspirations of peoples everywhere and to recognize the 
natural interdependency of the peoples and nations of the world; and 

Whereas the enslavement of a substantial part of the world’s population by 
Communist imperialism makes a mockery of the idea of peaceful coexistence 
between nations and constitutes a detriment to the natural bonds of under. 
standing between the people of the United States and other peoples; and 

Whereas since 1918 the imperialistic and aggressive policies of Russian com- 
munism have resulted in the creation of a vast empire which poses a dire threat 
to the security of the United States and of all the free peoples of the world; and 

Whereas the imperialistic policies of Communist Russia have led, through 
direct and indirect aggression, to the subjugation of the national independence 
of Poland, Hungary, Lithuania, Ukraine, Czechoslovakia, Latvia, Estonia, White 
Ruthenia, Rumania, East Germany, Bulgaria, mainland China, Armenia, Azer. 
baijan, Georgia, North Korea, Albania, Idel-Ural, Tibet, Cossackia, Turkestan, 
North Vietnam, and others; and 

Whereas these submerged nations look to the United States, as the citadel of 
human freedom, for leadership in bringing about their liberation and independ- 
ence and in restoring to them the enjoyment of their Christian, Jewish, Moslem, 
Buddhist, or other religious freedoms, and of their individual liberties; and 

Whereas it is vital to the national security of the United States that the 
desire for liberty and independence on the part of the peoples of these conquered 
nations should be steadfastly kept alive; and 

Whereas the desire for liberty and independence by the overwhelming majority 
of the people of these submerged nations constitutes a powerful deterrent to 
war and one of the best hopes for a just and lasting peace; and 

Whereas it is fitting that we clearly manifest to such peoples through an 
appropriate and official means the historic fact that the people of the United 
States share with them their aspirations for the recovery of their freedom and 
independence: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States is 
authorized and requested to issue a proclamation designating the third week in 
July 1959 as “Captive Nations Week” and inviting the people of the United 
States to observe such week with appropriate ceremonies and activities. The 
President is further authorized and requested to issue a similar proclamation 
each year until such time as freedom and independence shall have been achieved 
for all the captive nations of the world. 


Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, in order to save time, I show you a 
list of persons known to have attended the closed meeting at 917 
Race Street in Philadelphia on May 8 at which you spoke. 

I ask you, Mr. Dennis, will you look at that list and will you then 
indicate which of those persons you know ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer on the grounds as previously 
stated. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Allright. May I have that list back? 

Mr. Chairman, I offer this for the record. 

Senator Hruska. That will be accepted in evidence at this point. 

(The list referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 5,” and reads as 
follows :) 
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EXHIBIT No. 5 


The following attended the Eugene Dennis closed meeting at the China Vil- 
lage Restaurant, 917 Race Street, Philadelphia, Pa., May 8, 1959: 


Ben Weiss Sol Rotenberg 
Jack Zucker Earl Wajdyk 
Tom Nabried Beth Leib 
Eleanor Williams Gene Dennis 
Abe Sokolov (and Mrs. Sokolov) Ben Weinberg 
Joe Roberts Barney Nitzky 


Mary Beckman 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, do you know Matthew Snyder? 

Mr. DenNIs. I decline to answer on the grounds I have given 
previously. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourw1ne. Do you know Daniel Rubin? 

Mr. DENNIS. M: ay we not save time, and I will give 

Senator Hruska. You may give the same objec tion and I am sure 
that will suffice for the record. “Tt will be stipulated ? 

Mr. Retn. Yes. 

Mr. Dennis. The same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know- 

Mr. Dennis. Same objection. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Thomas Nabried ? 

Mr. Dennis. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Sorge Davis? 

Mr. Dennis. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Abraham Sokoloff ? 

Mr. Dennis. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Louis Kosy alko? 

Mr. Dennis. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. William Crawford ? 

Mr. Dennts. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwryr. Isn’t it a fact, Mr. Dennis, that you do know them 
and each of them as members of the district committee of the Com- 
munist Party of Philadelphia, Pa. ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to : answer, same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you know William S. Gailmor? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer, same objection, same reason. 

Senator Hr sKA. Same ruling. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, did you ever attend a meeting at the 
home of Matthew Snyder, 227 Harrison Avenue, Norwood, Pa. ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer with the same objections, 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever been in Mr. Snyder’s home at—~— 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer, same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. As a matter of fact, have you not attended secret 
Communist meetings there ? 

Mr. Dennis. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, is it not true you were in Matthew 
Snyder’s home in Norwood, Pa., on September 6, 1959, and that Irving 
Potash was also there? 

Mr. Dennis. Same objection. 

Senator Hrusxka. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. And that Thomas Nabried was also there? 

Mr. Dennis. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, were you one of the group of Com- 
munist officials who held meetings in Philadelphia from September 
10 to 13, 1959? 

Mr. Dennis. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Isn’t it true that you did attend such meetings 
and that in these meetings the strategy and tactics of the Communist 
Party were outlined ? 

Mr. Dennis. Decline; same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Isn’t it true that at this series of meetings in Phil- 
adelphia from September 10 to 13 of this year, instructions were given 
to various district leaders of the Communist Party in Philadelphia as 
to what part they were to play at the next national convention of 
the Communist Party to be held in December of this year ? 

Mr. Dennis. Decline to answer; same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, I show you a document or a copy of 
a document, the caption of which is “Administrative Committee Draft 
on Convention Preparations.” 

Mr. Dennis, this purports to be a clear typewritten copy of a docu- 
ment of the same title which was used at the top-level Communist 
meetings in Philadelphia on September 10 to 13 of this year, outlining 
the strategy and tactics for the next national convention of the Com- 
munist Party to be held next December. 

I ask you if you recognize this document or this copy? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer with the same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Have you had time to examine the document and 
be able to form judgment about it ? 

Mr. Dennis. I thumbed through it. 

Mr. Sovrwine. Did you play a part in the preparation of that 
document ? 
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Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer for the same reasons as given 


before. . ; 
Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 


Mr. Sourwine. Did you play any part in its distribution ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer; same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you see it at the Philadelphia meeting? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer; same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the full text of this docu- 
ment may be ordered included in the record at this point. 

Senator Hruska. It will be accepted and received in the record at 
this point. 

ument entitled, “Administrative Committee Draft on Conven- 

tion Preparations,’ was marked “Exhibit No. 6” and reads as fol- 


lows :) 
HExursit No. 6 


ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE DRAFT ON CONVENTION PREPARATIONS 


I. National Convention 


Dates: Dec. 10, 11, 12, 13. 

Representation: Based on average dues payments Oct. 1958 to Oct. 59. 50-100 
members entitled to 2 delegates, and 3 per 100 up to 300 (if we have 200 members 
we're entitled to6). Number of alternates—25% of delegates. 

Dues Assessment: 2 months extra dues paid before Dec. (No person not fully 
paid up can be a delegate or alternate. ) 

Discussion Period: Sept. 10—-Dec. 10. 

Materials: Draft Political Resolution and draft resolution on the Negro ques- 
tion (Sept. PA) and later draft resolution on Party organization. Resolutions 
on trade union policy, youth work, etc. will be submitted to Convention. 

Discussion is not to be confined to the materials issued, but may embrace any 
question of Party program or policy. Amendments to the draft resolution and 
Constitution as well as other resolutions may be submitted. 3 issues of Party 
Affairs will appear. Articles not to exceed 1500 words may be submitted only 
through the district organization. Longer articles should be prepared for 
Political Affairs. 

Referendum : To be voted on by membership proposes suspension of the Consti- 
tutional provision on election of the National Committee so that the National 
Convention may decide the method of election. 


II. District Convention & Participation in National Convention Approach 


We want a Convention and preparations that will strengthen the Party in this 
District and its contribution to the major struggles of the people. The fullest 
discussion and participation in trying to achieve this should be encouraged. At 
the same time we must realize the need to continue activities during the period 
of the steel strike, labor shackling bills, school desegregation and voting rights, 
Penna. elections, peace breakthrough around Khrushchev visit and need to com- 
plete the fund drive, increase Worker sales, etc. How can we make the discus- 
sion fruitful for the cause of the Party, fully open but not just an abstract 
exercise? We should discuss the national and district draft documents by test- 
ing them in the light of our own experience and how they would apply to our own 
club or section work if adopted. Sound district and national policies ean be 
evolved only if they are correct generalizations of experiences all over. So our 
discussions must reflect concretely our experiences and should be passed on to the 
district and national conventions. 

Date. 

Place. 

Representation: Hach club should elect delegates on the following basis: 1 
delegate for up to 5 members ; 2 delegates for over 5 and up to 10; 3 delegates for 
over 10; 1 alternate for each club who will not attend unless a delegate cannot. 

Average dues payments between Oct. ’56 & Sept. 30, 59 will determine club 
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membership for district convention representation. No person not fully paiq 
up in dues and the 2 month assessment will be seated. Any D.C. member not 
selected as a delegate may attend as an observer with voice but no vote. With 
this system 25-30 people ought to be present. 

Agenda of Convention : 

1. Main Political Resolution. 

2. Organization Resolution. 

3. Brief resolution on trade union & Negro work and any other resolutions, 

4. Deal with national documents & district participation in the National Cop. 
vention. 

5. Leadership—election of delegates to National Convention & District leader. 
ship questions. 

Convention Preparations: 

1. District draft resolutions on political line, organization, labor and Negro 
work to be issues for discussion as early as possible. 

2. The Ed. Commission should prepare a couple of questions to attach to each 
National & District document to help stimulate discussion. Such questions would 
ask, “In the light of your club or section’s experiences and possible application 
to your area, what do you think of such and such (key) proposition?” 

3. Each club should schedule a minimum of 8 major discussions either at regu. 
lar meetings or special ones to discuss documents, your own resolutions and 
election of delegates. D.C. members should be invited to such meetings when- 
ever possible and discussions and resolutions should be reported to the Adminis. 
trative Committee. 

4. No special District meetings are proposed in the light of our size, other 
activities and the need to organize a public meeting to celebrate the 40th Anni- 
versary of our Party. 

5. 2 District Discussion Bulletins. Oct. 1 and Nov. 1 deadlines, 1700 word 
maximum. Each Bulletin to go out even if it contains only 2 articles. Contribu- 
tions on any subjects are invited. In addition we propose to organize contribu- 
tions on the following subjects: 

1. Inner Party democracy. 2. Recent ideological struggles in the Party. 

8. Public role of the Party—its agitational and propaganda roles, 

4, Form and content of Party organization. 

5. Trade union work in general & articles on work in particular shops, 

6. The struggles of the Negro people. 

7. White people in the struggle for Negro rights & against white chauvi- 
nism. 

Ed. Commission to be responsible for the Bulletin. 

6. Schedule of Preparations: 

(a) Sept. D.C. to consider draft Main Resolution & Convention Prepara- 
tions and org. resolution if possible. 

(b) Oct. D.C. all other draft resolutions and national documents. 

(c) Oct. or Nov. D.C. to discuss leadership questions. 

(d) Nov. D.C. to finalize District Convention preparations. 

(e) The Org. Resolution—it should take Tom’s recent report as a basis 
and add an overall estimate of organizational status and with respect to 
membership, work of leading bodies, press, funds and ideology in the two 
periods since the last convention—before and after the change in District 
leadership. It should include proposals to improve our organization, includ- 
ing the following proposals and thinking: 

Leaders and Leading Bodies: 

The change in District leadership marked a turning point and important step 
forward for the District. We do not wish to attack the former leaders per- 
sonally but rather to disagree with their thinking which in our opinion reflected 
a lack of confidence in the Party nationally and, at bottom, in the working class 
(despite denials). We hope these comrades who made substantial contributions 
to the Party in the past will change their minds and rejoin the ranks of Party 
activists. But the change was crucial at that time in preventing the Party from 
going under in this District. Since then a whole number of things can be pointed 
to as positive actions—election letter and other public statements, participation 
in such mass actions as the Youth March, small growth in Worker circulation, 
renewed functioning of the Party organization in 2 areas. However, despite 
valiant efforts and some successes a number of Party organizations are in trouble 
and we face further serious numerical decline by the end of the Conventions un- 
less we take new steps to improve our work. (Survey here of status in each 
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grea.) (This is not a fully rounded estimate of our work and status. That 
remains to be made in a full-blown org. report.) ’ ae bt ae oe 

Reasons (1) One important reason for our continued decline in this district 
was our failure to follow up the ideological discussions in the D.C. at the time 
of the change of leadership with patient, persuasive, ideological battle in the 
clubs where rightist views on the necessity, role and prospects for the Party 
existed. There is still need for such ideological struggle. D.C. members need 
to go into these clubs often between now and Convention ending and where pos- 
sible stay there consistently. A number of people will decide their Party mem- 
pership on the results of the Convention. (2) Another important and related 
reason is our system of leadership and work. The core of people carrying on the 
day to day work that keeps the Party functioning and all the clubs closely tied 
to the District Committee and its policies is much too small. In fact it has 
virtually boiled down to one person, Comrade Tom. 

Org. Committee: The other two members of the Org. Committee, A and my- 
self, due to Jewish work and youth work have not been able to keep in contact 
with Party organizations taking up with them all the organizational and political 
tasks that are necessary. Only Tom has done this and that is both harmful to 
him and to the Party, since one person can’t do the job alone. 

Admin. Committee has not played the role of keeping contact with all areas. 

With our small forces it is generally correct to resist erection of more inner 
committees and those we have should be kept small and need to justify their 
existence. 

Our problem is to strengthen the clubs but in such a way that their ties with 
the area-wide organization are also strengthened. At the present time, only one 
of the three section committees, the industrial, justifies itself. The other two 
tend to take important forces out of major club roles and put an unnecessary 
extra level between District-wide organization and the clubs, considering our 
small size. The 6th section committee shows signs of disintegrating itself. The 
4th section committee includes 2 clubs in that geographic area, one of them limp- 
ing along, and the youth club, virtually none of whose members live in the 4th. 
With the existence of a youth commission the continued presence of the youth 
club in that section means that it gets direction from what really becomes a 
second youth commission in its relation to the youth club. The 4th section com- 
mittee can be disbanded without harm especially if we take the following step: 

A City Committee composed of the 8 club organizers of Phila. clubs, plus 
perhaps 2 people from the industrial section. Its purpose would be to see to 
it that all the political and organizational tasks are taken up in all the clubs 
and that the clubs are strengthened in their functioning through regular ex- 
change of experiences on how they function. With such a committee in opera- 
tion we would not have as great need for a group of people who spend all their 
time taking District political and organizational tasks into all the clubs. This 
committee would not have any policy making function. The D.C. would continue 
with that. It might meet once a month. At present its membership and the 
D.C. would have virtually no overlaps. 

D.C.: It should be smaller than at present, perhaps 18 members who would 
participate in well-prepared bi-monthly meetings. 

We want a D.C. composed of the politically most advanced people judged 
by the standard of level of ideology, class standpoint, class experience and 
devotion to the Party. They should combine a substantial body of comrades 
experienced in Party leadership with promotion of some newer potential lead- 
ers. Collectively they should combine a wide variety of experience but mainly 
those of shop workers and the Negro people. It should combine the abilities of 
full time or nearly so comrades and these with real mass connections with the 
key movements of the people. And that leadership must be consistent, not 
constantly changing so there may be stability to our work. How shall we get 
that kind of leadership? The Constitution says lower bodies should elect a 
minimum of % of the D.C. and the Convention only %. That method will not 
produce the best D.C. It is an unplanned way. Each area elects a person 
based on their own local situation and level of ideology. Supposedly when all 
these individuals are added together the most rounded collective will miracu- 
lously appear. The capitalists say that through each eapitalist acting in his 
own best interest automatically the total result will be the best thing for 
society asa whole. Planning is not needed. 

The best method to get a rounded collective is for a top body after wide 
consultations to present a rounded slate to the Convention. Changes from the 
floor would be made with a view to the over-all collective. D.C. members would 
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be elected more in relation to their principled political position in the Convyep. 
tion discussion and the give and take modification of views that will 

at the Convention. Such an election will give us a unified majority plus, if jt 
actually exists in the District, as a whole, a principled minority. 

In addition, to see the poor results of the old system we only need look at 
what happened to the last D.C. 12 of the original members are no longer 
members, 7 are out of the Party. 2 were replaced not once but twice. Certain 
areas of the Party are still highly unstable. We may again be faced with elect. 
ing a person from a given club and find that club dissolved and that person 
dropping off the D.C. or out of the Party. When that happens we are nearly 
forced to start coopting members. 

In view of these considerations we propose to elect all members of the D.C, 
at the District Convention. To do that legally the Constitution will have to 
be changed at the National Convention. We will have to postpone elections 
until after the National Convention and a second session on for that. 

Executive Committee: As pointed out we are badly in need of a larger core 
perhaps 7 or 8 people who will play a major role in giving centralized direction 
and aid to all clubs in their organizational functioning and in carrying out the 
D.C.’s political line. One person can’t do it. Neither can three even on a full 
time basis. Unless we can bring forward such a core we will not reverse the 
loss of membership and eventually we will have but a skeleton Party in this 
District. 

Instead of the present org. and admin. committees, an executive committee of 
about 8 people should be established. It would make policy within the framework 
of D.C. policy and even new policy on an emergency basis subject to D.C. review, 
It might meet as often as every 2 weeks. Each member would be responsible for 
a definite area of work with clearly defined responsibilities. The jobs would 
be along the following lines: 

1. Chairman: over-all responsibility and especially for carrying out mass 
political line and to play role of public spokesman. 

2. Org. Sec.: funds and membership, raising money, keeping and winning 
members (Bookkeeping could be done by another person. ) 

8. Ed. Lit. See.: lit. could be handled by a separate person but under 
supervision of Ed. 

4, Press Sec. 

5. Labor Sec. 

6. Negro Affairs Sec. 

7. Youth Sec. 

8. Out-of-town Sec. to keep consistent contact and to gain the specialized 
knowledge of each area necessary to be of real help. Ideally out-of-town 
would come in for individual or periodic group meetings with this Sec., but 
there would also be trips to these areas and attempts to rebuild where we 
used to exist. 

Hach Secretary would also be responsible to keep an eye on a certain number 
of clubs as to their over-all functioning and political activity. 

Feasibility : Some will say this all sounds fine but we haven’t been able to 
get that many people to take major jobs before. In the past, each individual 
proposed would look at their own personal situation and finding problems 
would say “No, find someone else.’ When all the “someone elses” said “no” 
for the same reasons we collectively ended up with only a couple people ready 
to accept such jobs. In our opinion if we agree this kind of set-up is necessary 
to turn the tide and that the alternative is the present kind of situation of slow 
attrition, then we have to approach such jobs differently. On a political basis 
we must decide who is best fitted for each job. A person nominated should not 
refuse unless he can convince the collective someone else is politically better 
qualified or well-qualified and has less personal problems. A person nominated 
should not have the individualist approach of refusing because of personal prob 
lems without feeling the responsibility to show why others are better qualified 
and have less problems than themselves. 

We should remember Stalin’s words that once you have a correct political 
line “organization decides everything.” If we say this is the system of leader- 
ship we need and that unless we get it the existence of the Party here will soon 
be threatened, then anyone who understands the necessity for the Party will 





have to consider the total picture of needs and possible forces, not just their own | 


personal situation in considering acceptance of nomination. 
It is proposed that discussion of actual personnel for the D.C. and proposed 
Exec. Committee be postponed to the Oct. or Nov. D.O. meetings. 
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Mr. Sourwine (after pause). I don’t want to interrupt you, Mr. 
Dennis, you or yourcounsel. Are you all through ? 

Mr. Ren. That is O.K., we were just waiting for you. 

Mr. Sourwine. Take all the time you need for conferring. 

Mr. Rewn. Weare all ready, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, upon his arrival in Peiping, Premier 
Khrushchev expressed his wholehearted support of the efforts of 
Communist China to take over Formosa and the surrounding islands. 
Does the Communist Party, U.S.A., endorse this position of 
Khrushchev ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer the question on the grounds that 
I previously gave. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, on September 22, 1959, Mr. Khrushchev 
visited Harry Bridges at the headquarters of his union in San 
Francisco. This action has been interpreted as a gesture by Mr. 
Khrushchev to demonstrate his solidarity with American Communists 
as personified by Harry Bridges. Does the Communist Party, U.S.A.., 
repudiate or endorse Mr. Khrushchev’s action ? 

Mr. Dennis. I have not heard that version which you—would you 
mind telling me what the source is of that ? 

Mr. Sourwine. The question which is of interest, Mr. Dennis, is 
whether the Communist Party of the United States of America re- 

udiates or endorses Mr. Khrushchev’s gesture of solidarity with 
larry Bridges. 

Mr. Dennis. I have never heard anybody or seen any item in the 

ress with such an interpretation as you have placed. 

Senator Hruska. The acting chairman will observe that is not a 
responsive answer. Will you repeat the question, Mr. Counsel? 

Mr. Sourwrne. The question, Mr. Chairman, is whether the Com- 
munist Party, U.S.A., repudiates or endorses Mr. Khrushchev’s ges- 
ture of solidarity with Harry Bridges. 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer on the basis of the reasons already 
set forth earlier. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, in a speech delivered at Krasnoyarsk, 
Siberia, which was broadcast on October 11, 1959, Premier Khrushchev 
declared : 


Certain personalities in the United States, repeating well-worn anti-Soviet 
fables, try to accuse the Soviet Union of interfering in the internal affairs of 
other countries. They assert that the Communist Party of the United States 
allegedly acts at our behest. 

Do you, Mr. Dennis, affirm the statement that the Communist Party 
— does not act at the behest of the Communist Party of the Soviet 

nion 

Mr. Dennis. It is my personal opinion that (after consulting coun- 
sel)—would you mind repeating that question ? 

Mr. Sourwine. The question was, Mr. Dennis, Do you affirm the 
statement that the Communist Party, U.S.A. does not act at the behest 
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union? 

Mr. Dennis. It ismy opinion that it does not, but I decline to answer 
the question as you put it, on the grounds I have previously stated. 
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Mr. Sourwine. I am a little puzzled how a witness can answer 
question and decline to answer it in the same breath, but I suppose 
the record will speak for itself. 

Senator Hruska. The record will speak for itself, I am sure. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, on the basis of the facts presented at this 
hearing, is it not clear that Mr. Khrushchev is not correct in his 
claim that the Communist Party of the Soviet Union exercises no 
influence over the Communist Party of the United States? 

Mr. Dennis. I have seen no such indications, here or elsewhere to 
give even a faint shadow of a slight resemblance of what is alleged. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is it not true, Mr. Dennis, that the main political res. 
olution of the 16th National Convention of the CPUSA, which de 
clared : 

The Communist Party formulates its policies independently. It is not subject 
to any external allegiance or discipline either of an organizational or politica] 
character— 
is unsupported by the facts? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer for reasons previously stated. But 
if I may express my personal opinion 

Senator Hruska. That is what we are asking for throughout, Mr, 
Witness. 

Mr. Dennis (after consulting counsel). No, I misunderstood your 
question. I understood it in a different context than the one it was 
stated in. It is my personal opinion—would you mind reading that! 

Mr. Sourwine. Let me put it this way. Didn’t you aid in drafting 
and didn’t you 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Senator Hruska. Sameruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. I will put it to you as a fact, Mr. Dennis, and ask 
you to deny it if you consider it untrue, or correct it if you consider 
it inaccurate, that you did aid in drafting and you did support the main 

olitical resolution of the 16th National Convention of the Communist 

Party, U.S.A., which declares: 

The Communist Party formulates its policies independently. It is not subject 
to any external allegiance or discipline either of an organizational or political 
character. 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer that for the reasons I have stated. 
My personal opinion is—I want to confer with counsel because of the 
question of (after consulting counsel) : My personal opinion would be 
that that statement as you have read it in respect to the independent 
position, et cetera, is true. 

Mr. Sourwine. As a matter of personal opinion, Mr. Dennis, on 
what occasions and on what issues have you disagreed with the poli- 
cies of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union or with the express 
statement of policy of Mr. Khrushchev? 

Mr. Dennis. As I indicated, I do my own thinking and arrive at 
my own decisions and I don’t check it with what may or may not be 
the position of others. 

Senator Hruska. Isn’t it true that there is quite a bit of coincidence 
between the conclusions that you reach and those which are reached 
by Mr. Khrushchev—a remarkable coincidence, as indicated in the 
writings, speeches, and similar expressions? 
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oe 


Mr. Dennis. There wouldn't be anything remarkable from the point 
of view of those Marxists who were examining a set of given phe- 
nomena or facts, to arrive independently at quite similar conclusions 
in respect to certain things and 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, do you mean to imply or did you mean 
to imply by your answer to my last question or by your answer to the 
chairman’s last question, that you don’t know what the policies of 
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union are currently and from day 
to day ? 

Mr. Dennis. All I could express or say on that question would be 
what I would read in the papers or publications, beyond that I could 
not state. 

Mr. Sourwine. You said, Mr. Dennis, you reached your own con- 
clusions on policies independently and you did not check them against 
the policies of the Soviet Union. As a matter of fact, isn’t it true 
that you are currently extremely well informed on the policies of the 
Soviet Union and the Communist Party of the Soviet Union makes 
it its business to keep you so informed at all times ? 

Mr. Dennis. I follow the developments of the working class move- 
ments, especially the Marxist movements in all countries according to 
my best ability from what I can read. 

Mr. Sourwine. Then you do know whether your policies and your 
independent decisions have coincided or agreed with the policies of 
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, don’t you ? 

Mr. Dennis (after pause). I was speaking to counsel and I didn’t 
get your question. 

Mr. Sourwine. I said, then you do know what are the policies of 
the Soviet Union and the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, 
do you not? 

Mr. Dennis. I answered the question previously to the best of my 
ability. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now on the basis of what you know about these 
policies; that is, the policies of the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union as you yourself explained your knowledge of it, can you give 
us one instance or one incident in which you, as a matter of fact, of 
your personal opinion, disagreed with those policies? 

Mr. Dennis. I don’t really consider the question a relevant question. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you refusing to answer it? 

Mr. Dennis. I think I responded to it. I answered it just in rela- 
tion tomy previous replies to a series of questions. 

Senator Hruska. It is the Chair’s recollection no answer was given 
of that question. 

Mr. Sourwine. Certainly, no instance of his disagreement has been 
cited. Mr. Dennis 

Senator Hruska. Just a minute. The witness will have an oppor- 
tunity to answer. 

Mr. Dennis. I already replied to it, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Hruska. Sir? 

Mr. Dennis. I already replied to it, in respect to other questions 
which were asked. 

Senator Hruska. The Chair does not recall any question which was 
of that type which was answered and the question itself was not 
answered and the Chair would be very interested in knowing of a 
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single instance in which the witness in his own personal opinion has 
differed with any policy of Mr. Khrushchev. 

Mr. Dennis. I think I have expressed my view on it and I don't 
wish to go into it any further. 

Senator Hruska. Well, now, it is the wish of the chairman that you 
do so because it is a pertinent question, it is an important one. It jg 
on a subject which was opened by the witness himself and it has not 
been answered. 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer on the grounds I have previously 
stated. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Dennis. And also very much and particularly on the grounds 
of the first amendment. 

Senator Hruska. But not excluding the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Dennis. Not excluding the fifth amendment. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. On that ground, the same ruling will 
prevail in this instance as prevailed previously where the witnesg has 
asserted similar objections. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, did you sign the statement of greeting 
from the Communist Party, U.S.A., to the 21st Congress of the Com- 
munist Party of the Soviet Union? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer on the grounds as given. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know, Mr. Dennis, that in a speech deliy- 
ered on behalf of the national executive committee of the Communist 
Party of the U.S.A. to the 21st Congress of the Communist Party of 
the Soviet Union on February 2 of this year, and broadcast from Mos- 
cow on the same day, James Jackson declared : 

On the occasion of the 21st congress, the Communist Party of the United States 
extends its warmest fraternal greetings to the great Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union which, boldly applying and developing the principles of Marxism. 
Leninism, is leading the Soviet people to ever new social advances and onward 


to communism. 
For the National Committee of the Communist Party of the United States: 


EUGENE DENNIS, 
National Secretary. 

Rosert G. THOMPSON, 
Executive Secretary. 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer; same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Dennis, did not the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union send a greeting to your 16th National Convention of the 
Communist Party, U.S.A., which declared that the Russian Com- 
munists “are watching with warmest sympathy” the activities of the 
Communist Party, U.S.A. ? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer ; same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Didn’t this greeting praise the Communist Party, 
U.S.A., “for strengthening the unity of its ranks on the basis of tested 
Marxist-Leninist principles” ? 

Mr. Dennis. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Sameruling. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Didn’t that message praise the Communist Party, 
U.S.A., for “striving to safeguard fraternal ideological relationships 
with other Communist and workers’ parties”? 
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Mr. Dennis. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the text of this letter 
addressed to the 16th National Convention, Communist Party, U.S.A., 
and signed by the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the 
U.S.S.R., may be received in the record at this point. 

Senator Hruska. The Chair will accept and receive that in the 
record at this point. 

(The letter referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 7” and reads as 


follows:) 
Exuisit No. 7 


To the 16th Communist Party National Convention, U.S.A.: 


Fraternal greetings to the 16th Convention of the Communist Party, U.S.A., 
from the Communist Party, U.S.S.R. The Communists in our country are watch- 
ing with warmest sympathy how your party is coping with the great hardships 
imposed on you in the recent period. All the activities and struggles of your 
party prove that you have no other interests than the interests of the working 
class and all working people of the United States. 

The Communist Party, U.S.A. consistently defends the democratic rights of 
the American people, continues and develops the best traditions of Lincoln, 
Jefferson, Debs, and Ruthenberg, and other outstanding sons of Ameriea. Your 
party exposes the conspiracies of aggressive American circles attempting to 
turn the people toward a new war. 

The American Communists are fighting heroically for the preservation of the 
party, for strengthening the unity of its ranks on the basis of tested Marxist- 
Leninist principles. In its fight for the rights of the working class the Commu- 
nist Party, U.S.A. is striving to safeguard fraternal ideological relationships with 
other Communist and workers’ parties which is sacred for the advanced workers 
of all countries on the principles of proletarian internationalism. 

We wish the party of the United States success in the struggle for the demo- 
cratic rights of the American people—for the economic interests of the working 
class and all working people of the United States, for the further ideological 
and organizational strengthening of the party. 

May the friendship and cooperation of the people of the Soviet Union and 
the people of the United States, for the mutual benefit of our countries and for 
peace in the whole world, strengthen and flourish. 


CENTRAL COMMITTEE, COMMUNIST Party, U.S.S.R. 


Mr. Sourwrne. Does not this letter, Mr. Dennis, constitute a clear 


violation of the Litvinov pledge of November 11, 1933, to President 
Roosevelt : 


To refrain, and to restrain all persons in Government service and all organi- 
zations of the Government or under its direct or indirect control, including the 
organizations in receipt of any financial assistance from it, from any act overt 
or covert liable in any way whatsoever to injure the tranquility, prosperity, 
order or security of the whole or any part of the United States, its territories 
or possessions, and in particular, from any act tending to incite or encourage 
armed intervention or any agitation or propaganda having as an aim, the viola- 
tion of the territorial integrity of the United States, its territories or possessions, 
or the bringing about by force of a change in the political or social order of the 
whole or any part of the United States, its territories or possessions. 


Now, to summarize, in case the question is not clear—this was a 
lengthy reading—did not the tings, the letter from the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union which has 
just been placed in the record, constitute a clear violation of Mr. Lit- 
vinov’s agreement which had the status and standing of a treaty ? 

Mr. Dennis. I am not an attorney, not versed in international laws. 
In my personal opinion, it does not. 

Mr. Sourwinez. I have no more questions. 
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Senator Hruska. Mr. Witness, it has been observed that several 
times during the course of your testimony you have expressed what 
you referred to as “my personal opinion.” Is the Chair warranted jn 
the conclusion you hold personal opinions which are separate and 
apart from opinions which you hold as secretary of the Communist 
Party, U.S.A., and you seek thereby to make a differentiation between 
the two? 

Mr. Dennis. I decline to answer, Mr. Chairman, the reasons I haye 
stated previously. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. Is there any further question by 
counsel ? 

Mr. Sourwrne. I have no more. 

Senator Hruska. One last question. Are you a citizen of the 
United States, Mr. Dennis? 

Mr. Dennis. Quite definitely. 

Senator Hruska. By birth or naturalization ? 

Mr. Dennis. By birth. 

Senator Hruska. Thank you. Unless there are further questions 
the witness may be excused. 

Mr. Dennis. I am very loyal to the best interests of my country 
and people. . 

Senator Hruska. The record will speak for itself in that regard, 
The committee will take a 5-minute recess. 

(A recess was taken.) 

Senator Hruska. The subcommittee will come to order. The next 
witness is Irving Potash. Will youstep forward, please? 

The record will show at this point that Mr. Potash is present in the 
hearing room accompanied by his attorney, Mr. David Rein. 

Mr. Retn. Mr. Chairman, may I make the same request with respect 
to the lights after the pictures are taken ? 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

Mr. Retry. I have no objection to taking pictures, I just don’t like 
the lights shining in my eyes. 

Senator Hruska. All right, we will wait for just a moment. 

We will proceed now. The lights will be put out and the micro- 
phone disconnected, please. Will you stand and be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mr. Porasnu. I do. 

Senator Hruska. Thank you. 


TESTIMONY OF IRVING POTASH 


Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Potash, what is your present residence address! 

Mr. Porasn. 222 West 23d Street, New York City. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is your present business address ? 

Mr. Porasn. I decline to answer the question. 

Senator Hruska. Will you state the ground of your objection 

Mr. Porasu. On the ground of the first and fifth amendments. 

Senator Hruska. By way of explanation, Mr. Potash, and so that 
the committee may pass upon your claimed privilege, do you honestly 
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feel that if you reveal to the committee your business address it might 
tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Porasu. With all the repressive laws we have today on our 
books, anything could happen. 

Senator Hruska. And you feel your place of employment is such, 
that if you disclose the address of your employment that you might 
be incriminated and you don’t want to be a witness against yourself, 
is that what the Chair is to understand ? 

Mr. Porasu. I believe I answered that question. 

Senator Hruska. Well, the Chair will overrule the objection on the 
first score based upon the first amendment. The objection will be 
sustained on the basis of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, are you a member of the Communist 
Party, U.S.A. ? ; 

Mr. Porasn. I refuse to answer that question for the reasons given 
previously. 

Mr. SourwineE. I put it to you, Mr. Potash, as a fact and ask you 
to deny it if it is untrue, that you are not only a member of the Com- 
munist Party, U.S.A., but you are currently labor secretary of the 
Communist Party, U.S.A. ? 

Mr. Potasu. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Senator Hrusxa. If it is agreeable to the witness and his counsel, 
the witness may simply indicate he wishes to reassert the objection 
made heretofore by saying, “Same objection,” and it will be under- 
stood that it will be a repetition for purposes of the record of the 
grounds previously asserted. Is that agreeable, Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. Rern. That is certainly agreeable. 

Senator Hruska. And it will also be agreed that the ruling will be 
the same whether or not the Chair actually states it ? 

Mr. Ret. Yes, sir; it is agreeable. 

Senator Hruska. It isso stipulated. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, are you a member of the Communist 
Party of Poland? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is it not true that you became a member of the 
Communist Party of Poland while you were in Poland a few years 
ago? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer questions of this type. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, I show you a clipping from the Daily 
Worker of January 7, 1959, captioned “Jail Potash Following Re- 
turn Here,” headed by a picture bearing under it the caption “Potash,” 
showing what appears to be a very good likeness of you, perhaps taken 
a few years ago. 

That is dated January 7, 1957, Mr. Chairman, not 1959, the date of 
the article. 

You have that article before you, Mr. Potash? 

(Noresponse. ) 

Mr. Sourwine. I will ask you if you are the Potash referred to in 
that article? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer that question; same grounds. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the text of this artic 
be printed in the record at this point and that, if technical gop. 
siderations permit, the photograph that appears in the article be also 
fs rr in the record. 

enator Hrusxa. So ordered. 


(The article referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 8” and is as 
follows :) 
Exursit No. 8 


[From the Daily Worker, Jan. 7, 1957] 





Potash { 
JAIL PoTASH FOLLOWING RETURN HERE 


Irving Potash, the former union leader who served a 5-year term in Leaven- | 
worth Prison under the Smith Act is being held today in New York’s West 
Street jail on $35,000 bail. 

The charge against Potash is “unauthorized entry” into the country, Potash, | 
who has seen his family for only 85 days in the past 51% years, returned here 
for a reunion with them, and had planned to surrender to officials within a day. 

He was arrested in a Bronxville restaurant, by an FBI agent who recognized 
him from his 1949 trial, before he could see his family or surrender. 

Appearing before Judge Frederick van Pelt Bryan in Federal court Saturday, 
Potash said softly : 

“T have been in this country over 40 years. I havea family. I was separated 
from the family when I was sentenced under the Smith Act. I hope that the 
Supreme Court will see the injustices of the Smith Act.” 

Mrs. Mary Kaufman, his attorney, asked that he be released on $2,000 bail. 
She told the Court, “Among the effects taken from the defendant at the time of 
his arrest was an item that indicated it was his intention to surrender in this | 
country.” 

Potash told the judge, “If the FBI agents had not recognized me accidentally | 
last night, I would probably be here before you at this time on a voluntary basis | 
by having surrendered, which I expected to do by noon today.” | 

“Anyone who knows me,” he added, “knows that I am what is considereda_ | 
family man—lI love my family.” 
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His attorney explained that after Potash was compelled to leave the country 
his wife, Mrs. Gita Potash, his married daughter, Jean, and her three children 
tried repeatedly to get passports to see him, but were refused. 

When a reporter told Mrs. Potash of his arrest over the telephone, she said 
she was “absolutely sure” there must be some mistake. 

In court, Potash explained his secret reentry: “That was the only way open 
to me to see my family. I couldn’t see them in any other way without jeop- 
ardizing their liberty or involving them in a conspiracy.” 

Arguing for bail of $50,000 bail, U.S. Attorney Paul W. Williams said, “I 
assume that he did want to see his family. Every man does. But there has 
peen no fair dealing with the Government.” He said Potash wouldn’t tell how 
and when he arrived in the country. 

Potash is being held under the section of the United States Code that makes it 
a crime for a deported person to reenter or be found within the United States 
without permission of the Attorney General. 

But Potash had never actually been deported. When he was released from 
rison, he was immediately rearrested on the second count of the Smith Act 
indictment—the so-called membership clause now before the U.S. Supreme Court. 
Three months later, while a deportation order was pending against him, he 
agreed to leave for Poland. 

Mrs. Kaufman waived a hearing on the reentry charge, which carries a maxi- 
mum penalty of 2 years in prison and a $1,000 fine. Meanwhile, the Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization Service has filed a detainer against Potash, a notice 
to the marshal that plan to open a court suit against him. 


Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, I show you a photostat of a news 
story appearing in the New York Herald Tribune, January 9, 1957, 


page 1. 
o you have that before you ? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Sourwine. Let the record show the witness is consulting with 
his counsel with regard to the article. You have examined the arti- 
cle, Mr. Potash ? 

Mr. Porasu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. I ask you, first, if you are the Potash referred to 
in that article? 

Mr. Porasn. I am in no position to answer that question. You 
would have to ask the writer of this. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, I will ask you this question, Is there any- 
thing in that article which, applied to you, is untrue or inaccurate? 

Mr. PorasH. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is it, sir? 

Mr. Porasu. What is stated in the headline is untrue. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. What is that? Just read the untrue por- 
tion of the headline. 

Mr. Porasu. Well, all right, I will give you it, give it back to you, 
and you may read it. 

Mr. Sourwine. No. You have characterized a portion of this arti- 
cleas untrue. I want you to tell us what is the untrue portion. Read 
it. 

Mr. Porasu. I have said that the headline of this article is untrue. 

Mr. Sourwine. May I have it, Mr. Schroeder ? 

The headline of this New York Herald Tribune article is— 

Call Potash Secret-Order Courier—Believed To Have Word from Moscow for 
U.S. Reds. 

Is it untrue, now, that you were called a secret-order courier? 

Mr. Porasu. The statement is untrue. I don’t—I don’t say that 
nobody called me that but the statement is untrue. 
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Mr. Sourwrne. Then you mean to say you were not in fact a secret. 
order courier ? 

Mr. Porasn. That is correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. The subheading is, “Believed To Have Word 
From Moscow for U.S. Reds.” Am I correct. in my unde rstanding 
you are saying that you did not bring word from Moscow for Com. 
munists in the United States? 

Mr. Porasu. Correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are saying you did not do so? 

Mr. Porasu. Correct. 


Mr. Sourwine. May I offer this article for the record, Mr. Chair. 
man ? 


Senator Hruska. It will be received and placed in evidence in the 
record at this point. 


(The article referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 9” and reads as 
follows:) 


Exuisit No. 9 


[From the New York Herald Tribune, p. 1; Jan. 9, 1957] 


CALL PoTaSH SECRET-ORDER COURIER 
BELIEVED TO HAVE WORD FROM MOSCOW FOR U.S. REDS 


Irving Potash, one of the top seven Communist leaders in the United States 
convicted in 1949, who accepted deportation to Poland in 1955 and then slip- 
ped back into this country, was carrying secret orders to Red leaders in the 
United States and possibly other countries, it was reported last night. 

The FBI, which arrested him at a Bronxville, N.Y., restaurant Friday night, 
did not confirm or deny the report. It is believed this agency and others are 
backtracking over the Potash trail both here and abroad. 

Sending him from Moscow to Poland via Red China is linked with the concern 
felt by the Kremlin over unrest in satellite countries and over the present bad 
state of the Communist Party in the United States on the eve of its convention 
scheduled for February 10-12 in New York, according to experts in this field. 

The orders Potash carried were of such top priority urgency that they could 
be trusted only to a reliable party member, which is believed to be the reason 
he was picked to risk almost certain arrest—which followed quickly—on his 
return to the United States. 

Potash, 54, was convicted in 1949 of conspiring to teach and advocate violent 
overthrow of the U.S. Government. A former vice president of the International 
Fur and Leather Workers’ Union, he served 3 years and 5 months of a 5-year 
term in Leavenworth Penitentiary, getting time off for good behavior. 

He was immediately rearrested on a second count of his original indictment, 
and voluntarily agreed to deportation to his native Poland rather than stand 
trial on the new charge. 

A hint of the importance attached to his case—although the charge against him 
presently is only that of illegal reentry—was given at his arraignment in New 
York Saturday, when U.S. Attorney Paul W. Williams, opposing reduction in 
his $35,000 bail, said he still is “a top leader in the Communist Party * * * may 
be a courier * * *” 

Investigators brushed aside his statement that he risked returning here merely 
to visit his family and planned to surrender voluntarily after doing so. He was 
picked up in a restaurant, not at the home of his wife and three unmarried 
children. 

There is reason to speculate that Potash’s mission may have been to supple 
ment or supersede that of another deported former Communist leader in the 
United States, John Williamson, who also served time here for advocating violent 
overthrow of the Government before being sent back—unwillingly in his case— 
to his native England. 
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HE WAS AGENT 


Williamson, it was revealed by the New York Herald Tribune in a London 
dispatch in October, was the channel through whom orders were transmitted 
from Moscow to the Communist conspirators in the United States. 

Williamson is the author of a column entitled “The American Scene,” published 
in the London Daily Worker. Last summer he visited the Soviet Union, where 
he may have received instructions at the same time they possibly were issued 
to Potash. e hae 

Returning to his London column, Williamson reflected the great concern of 
Moscow over “anti-Soviet slanders” in the United States, even in the party press, 
and published what purported to be an “order” from Moscow, which was sum- 
marized at the time as follows: 

(1) American Communists are to stop immediately “all anti-Soviet slanders.” 

(2) There must be no attempt to oust William Z. Foster as chairman of the 
Communist Party, U.S.A. 

(3) Marxism-Leninism is basic. Peaceful transition is only voting socialism. 
There must be a revolutionary transition from capitalistic society. 

(4) Eugene Dennis must “under all circumstances” remain as American party 
secretary. . ee 

(5) “Contents of this communication are to be published in the United States.” 

These points were made at a time when there was an undercover fight in the 
party here to unseat Foster, who is 75 and ailing. Foster is favored by Moscow 
despite his age and health because of his unswerving allegiance to “basic” Lenin- 
ism at a time when other elements are exhibiting “dangerous” symptoms of in- 
dependence as a result of the downgrading of Stalin by the present rulers of 
the Kremlin. 

Senator Hruska. Is there any other way in which this news story is 
incorrect, Mr. Witness ? 

Let the record show the witness is perusing the news clipping. 

Mr. Porasn. For the rest of it, I decline to answer on the same 
grounds. Ta 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, I show you two newspaper clippings, 
one from the Sunday Star of Washington, D.C., on Sunday, January 
6, 1957, which is also accompanied by what appears from the caption 
there to be an AP wirephoto of you; and a second article from the 
New York Times of January 5, 1957, page 3. 

The Star article is captioned, “Potash, Ex-Red, Begs United States 
for Another Chance.” The Times article is captioned, “Returning 
Red Seized by FBI.” The first question: Are you the person in the 
picture captioned as “Potash” ? 

Mr. Porasn. Again, you will have to ask the writer of this story. 

Mr. Sourwine. Don’t you recognize your own picture, Mr. Potash ? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer that question. 

Senator Hruska. On the same grounds? 

Mr. Porasn. On the same grounds. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwtne. The second question: Is there anything in either 
one of these articles which as applied to you is inaccurate or untrue? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Sourwine. I want to give you an opportunity to point it out, 
if there is. 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Sourwine. I guess it is only proper—— 

Mr. Porasu. Any reference to courier or anything of that sort is 
false. As for the rest, I decline to answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Would you read those articles, please? 
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Senator Hruska. The record should show that prior to making the 
answer just given the witness had an opportunity to peruse the news 
clippings and did so before giving the answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, the Star clipping which you have just 
examined begins— 

Former Communist kingpin, Irving Potash, who voluntarily left the country 
for Red Poland last year, begged today for another chance here. He termed 
himself a victim of United States injustice, and asked that it be corrected, 

Is that statement inaccurate or untrue? 

Mr. Porasu. I begged for nothing. As for the rest, I decline to 
answer. 

Mr. Sourwrne. The New York Times clipping which you have just 
examined begins— 

Irving Potash, 1 of 11 Communists convicted in 1949 of violating the Smith 
Act, was arrested in Bronxville last night for illegally reentering the United 
States. 

Having in mind the language of this clipping that appeared in the 
newspaper January 5, 1957, is there anything in that opening state- 
ment that I have just read which is untrue or inaccurate? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. I ask that these two articles be printed in the 
record. 

Senator Hruska. They will be received and placed in the record 
in an appropriate place. 
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The articles referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos. 10 and 10-a” 
and are as follows :) 
ExHIsBIt No. 10 
{From the Washington Star, Jan. 6, 1957, p. 10] 
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Deported Red arraigned—lIrving Potash, former U.S. Communist Party official, 
is handcuffed as he arrives in New York for arraignment on charge of illegal 
reentry into the United States.—AP Wirephoto. 


PorasH, Ex-Rep, Beags UNITED STATES FoR ANOTHER CHANCE 


New York, January 5 (AP).—Former Communist Party kingpin Irving Potash, 
who voluntarily left the country for Red Poland last year, begged today for 
another chance here. He termed himself a victim of U.S. injustice and asked 
that it be corrected. 
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Potash, seized by the FBI Friday night, declared he couldn’t bear to remain 
separated from his family. He claimed he had planned to surrender to ay. 
thorities today. 

His statements brought from U.S. Attorney Paul W. Williams the comment: 

“As far as I can ascertain, he is still a top leader in the Communist 
oe a * I don’t know but that he is courier from the Communist leaders 

abroad).” 


ARRAIGNED IN COURT 


The assertions came as Potash was arraigned before Federal Judge Frederick 
Van Pelt Bryan on a charge of illegal reentry to the United States. 

Potash, 54, a native of Russia who came here in 1913, left his wife ang 
daughter behind when he went to Poland, presumably to escape a possible see. 
ond 5-year conviction under the Smith Act. 

He told Judge Bryan: 

“IT love my family and everyone who knows me knows I am a family man. | 
became determined, when it became clear that it was impossible to see them 
to return here to see them again.” 

He said he also returned to “do all I can to prevail on the Government and 
the courts to correct the injustice of deporting.” 

Potash was arrested in a restaurant in Bronxville, N.Y¥., just north of New 
York City. He first told FBI agents his name was Edwards. 

There was no disclosure as to how and when Potash returned to the United 
States, or exactly how the FBI spotted him. 


HELD IN $35,000 BAIL 


At his arraignment, he waived a hearing and was held in $35,000 bail for a 
trial on a charge of illegal reentry. Conviction could bring a sentence of up to 
2 years in prison and a $1,000 fine. 

Potash was one of the top 11 U.S. Communist leaders convicted in 1949 of 
conspiracy to teach and advocate violent overthrow of the Government. 

He served 3 years and 5 months of a 5-year sentence, and was rearrested on 
his release to face a charge of knowingly belonging to a party advocating vio- 
lent overthrow of the Government. Conviction would have brought another 
maximum 5-year term. 

Potash, however, agreed to voluntary exile in Poland and the Government, 
which also had been seeking his deportation dropped the charge. 


Exursit No. 10-A 
[From the New York Times, p. 30, Jan. 5, 1957] 


RETURNING Rep SE1zED By FBI—Irvine PorasH, DEPORTED TO POLAND, TAKEN IN 
BRONXVILLE FOR ILLEGAL REENTRY 


Irving Potash, one of 11 Communists convicted in 1949 of violating the Smith 
Act, was arrested in Bronxville last night for illegally reentering the United 
States. 

He had been deported to Poland on March 4, 1955. 

The Federal Bureau of Investigation, whose agents made the arrest, refused 
to say when or how Potash had reentered the country. He was apprehended at 
the Alps, a Bronxville restaurant. 

The Bronxville police were not involved in the case and said they had no 
knowledge of it. 

When Potash left New York for Liverpool aboard the Saxonia, he left behind 
his wife Gita, his daughter Jean, and two grandchildren. The FBI refused last 
night to disclose their whereabouts. 

For conspiring to teach and advocate the violent overthrow of the U.S. Govern- 
ment, Potash was sentenced to a prison term of 5 years and fined $10,000. Fol- 
lowing the affirmation of his conviction by the Supreme Court, he began serving 
his term at Leavenworth Penitentiary on July 2, 1951. 


LEFT HERE VOLUNTARILY 


He was conditionally released on December 9, 1954, and immediately rearrested 
on the basis of the untried second count of the Smith Act indictment. This 
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count was based on his knowingly holding membership in a party dedicated to 
the violent overthrow of the Government. 

At that time a deportation order issued against him in March 1948 was still 
outstanding. When Potash voluntarily agreed to leave the country, the second 
count of the Smith Act indictment was dismissed. 

This procedure was taken partly because Potash was a Russian-born alien. 
He was born in the Ukraine on December 15, 1902, and came here in 1913. 

He became associated with the Socialist Party in Brooklyn and stayed with 
his unit of that party when it bolted to join the Communist Party. 

When he was arrested in 1948 he was vice president of the International Fur 
and Leather Workers Union. 

The FBI said last night that Potash would be arraigned in Federal court “as 
soon as possible.” Harold I. Cammer, who was Potash’s attorney until his 
deportation, could not be reached at his home. 

Little is known of Potash’s movements during the last 2 years. In July of 
last year, the Daily Peoples World, a west coast Communist newspaper, quoted 
the Peiping Radio as saying he was in Communist China. 

Dispatches bearing his byline were published here in the Daily Worker. One, 
dated June 22, 1955, from Moscow, reported the visit of India’s Prime Minister 
Jawaharlal Nehru. Another, dated November 2, 1955, from Prague, discussed 


civil rights and the handling of news from behind the Iron Curtain by the 
American press. 


Mr. Sourmine. Mr. Potash, I show you two tearsheets from News- 


week, the issue of January 21, 1957, the caption being, “That Uninvited 
Red Visitor to These Shores.” 


I ask you to look at that, if you would. Take your time. And we 


offer you an opportunity to call attention to anything you see in this 
article which you consider untrue or inaccurate. 

Mr. Porasu. Aside from any reference—every reference here in this 
article to the word “courier,” or anything like it, which is false; for 
the rest, I decline to answer. 


Mr. Sourwine. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that that article be received 
inthe record at this point. 


Senator Hruska. It may be received and inserted. 


(The article referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 11” and reads as 
follows :) 
ExuHisit No. 11 


[From Newsweek, pp. 28-29, Jan. 21, 1957] 
THAT UNINVITED Rep VISITOR TO THESE SHORES 


(A fortnight ago, the Federal Bureau of Investigation took into 
custody one Irving Potash, 54, a powerful and notorious leader of 
the U.S. Communist Party who had been deported to Poland last 
March. Potash’s arrest raised many questions: How did he sneak 
back into the United States? Why did he come? Where did he 
come from? How did the FBI know he was here? This is the 
inside story as uncovered from private sources by Ralph de Tole- 
dano of Newsweek’s Washington bureau:) 


Irving Potash came to the United States on direct orders from the Kremlin. 
His mission was vital: To settle the feuds in the U.S. Communist Party and 
put it squarely on the road back to Stalinism. 

Potash faced a tough job, for the party is ridden by factionalism and almost 
in chaos. One faction, headed by William Z. Foster, wants to keep the party 
under Moscow’s dictatorship. The other group, which includes such powers 
as Daily Worker editor John Gates and party propagandist Sid Stein, is out- 
and-out Titoist. With their ideology disrupted, the party line wobbly and con- 
fused, the Communists face a major party convention next month. 

For some time party bosses in Moscow had been highly disturbed about what 
was happening in the U.S. Communist Party. They sent over orders, again and 
again, that Titoism and factionalism must cease. But after the downgrading 
of Stalin, free discussion—in the United States as elsewhere—got out of hand. 
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Written messages from Moscow failed to bring erring members into line. More 
drastic action was necessary, and the Kremlin decided to send over an instry. 
ment of enforcement. Because he is feared in the American party and in the 
underground apparatus, Potash was chosen. 

The Soviet hierarchy told Potash to whip straying Communist leaders back 
into line, to smooth the way for a harmonious convention, and to reorient Amer. 
ican communism toward Moscow. 

Potash was in Red China when he got his final orders to reenter the Uniteg 
States and American officials quickly found out about it. Did the tip come 
from Scotland Yard, which has an extraordinarily effective counterespionage 
system? Or from the U.S. security agencies? Or a plant in Peking? The few 
Government officials who know will not say for publication. The FBI will not 
even discuss how Potash made his way back to New York. 

“Mr. Edwards”: But it can be disclosed that U.S. authorities knew exactly 
where Potash was from the moment he left Red China, and they knew why he 
was coming. Evidently Potash came through Hong Kong, made his way by 
plane or ship to Canada, and—using a forged American passport and the name 
“Edwards’—crossed the U.S. border at Buffalo, N.Y. (“Edwards” is the alias 
also used by Gerhard Hisler, a former Comintern representative who jumped 
bail in New York in 1949 and escaped behind the Iron Curtain.) 

From the instant Potash set foot on U.S. soil again he was under surveillance, 
Nobody stopped him, and nobody tried to. The Government wanted Potash to 
believe that he was undetected. Later, Potash was to claim that he came back 
to see his family. But U.S. authorities say positively that he made no attempt 
to get in touch with them. 

Potash did, however, get in touch with Communist Party leaders. The Goy- 
ernment is certain of this, because he usually used the same telephone and Fed- 
eral agents had it tapped. Although the FBI refuses to identify the people he 
ealled, fron: other sources it was learned that he did reach—among others— 
Jacob Stachel, the saturnine “Boss Tweed” of the party, James S. Allen, a top 
party pamphleteer, and Alexander Bittelman, an important party politica! 
theorist. 

The FBI could have picked Potash up at any time, but it was far more inter- 
ested in finding out whom he contacted. By listening in on the Moscow courier, 
the Government picked up highly valuable information. When the FBI became 
sure that they had found out all they could, they moved in, nailed Potash, 
clapped him in jail for illegal entry. 


Mr. Sovurwine. Mr. Potash, were you ever connected with the 
American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born ? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. I show you, Mr. Potash, a clipping from the Daily 
Worker of January 21, 1957, page 3, headlined, “Potash Case Taken 
by Committee,” the first paragraph of which reads: 

In a statement issued today, Abner Green, executive secretary of the American 
Committee for Protection of Foreign Born, announced that the American com- 
mittee has agreed to defend Irving Potash in the deportation proceedings 
initiated against him by the Justice Department. Potash is charged with 
illegally reentering the United States after having been deported in 1956 for 
membership in the Communist Party. 

I ask you to examine this article and see if it makes any difference 
in the answer you just gave. 

Mr. Porasu. No, it doesn’t make any difference. 

Mr. Sourwine. I ask that this article be inserted in the record 
at this point. 

Senator Hruska. It will be received and inserted. 

(The article referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 12” and reads as 
follows :) 
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Exursit No. 12 
{From the Daily Worker, Jan. 21, 1957, p. 3] 


PoTasH CASE TAKEN BY COMMITTEE 


In a statement issued today, Abner Green, executive secretary of the American 
Committee for Protection of Foreign Born, announced that the American com- 
mittee has agreed to defend Irving Potash in the deportation proceedings 
jnitiated against him by the Justice Department. Potash is charged with 
illegally reentering the United States after having been deported in 1956 for 
membership in the Communist Party. 

“The case of Irving Potash is one more consequence of the inhuman and 
police-state provisions of the Walter-McCarran law,” Green stated. “The de- 
portation provisions of the Walter-McCarran law treat noncitizens as some- 
thing less than human and have no regard for American families. Irving Potash 
was separated from his wife, daughter and grandchild—all of whom are Ameri- 
ean citizens. Thousands of noncitizens are treated in similar, shameful manner 
py the heartless and politically motivated provisions of our present immigration 
and nationality law. 

“The American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born has assumed the 
defense of Irving Potash on his appeal, in keeping with our policy of defending 
the democratic and constitutional rights of noncitizens in the United States. 
The Justice Department may seek to establish precedents in the Potash case that 
would adversely affect the rights of a large number of foreign born Americans.” 

Green announced also that Ira Gollobin, New York attorney, has been re- 
tained to represent Potash in his deportation proceedings. 

Mr. Sourwine. Will you, Mr. Potash, be defended by the American 
Committee for Protection of Foreign Born? 

Mr. Porasn. I decline; same reasons. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know, Mr. Potash, that the American Com- 
mittee for Protection of Foreign Born has been cited by the Attorney 
General of the United States as a subversive organization ? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know it had been so cited ¢ 

Mr. Porasu. I decline, on the same basis. 

Mr. Sourwine. Prior to the time mentioned in the article which was 
just shown to you? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline, on the same basis. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, I show you a clipping from the Daily 
Worker of Thursday, June 10, 1957, and another clipping from the 
Daily Worker of April 5, 1959, page 6. 

I will ask you if there is anything in either of those two articles 
which, in your judgment, is untrue or inaccurate. 

Mr. Porasn. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Sourwine. May I have those articles back, Mr. Schroeder? 

The first of these two articles, the one from the January 10, 1957, 
issue, States : 

A Communist spokesman yesterday blasted the FBI for organizing “a crafty 
smear campaign” against Irving Potash, former Communist leader and deportee 
arrested last Friday on the charge of unauthorized entry to this country. 

Do you have any knowledge which would lead you to believe that 
statement was inaccurate? 

Mr. Porasn. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. And in the other article, it states, in part, that you 

, ’ y 
and several other persons named are “among the teachers scheduled for 
the new 7-week spring term classes of the faculty of social science.” 

Were you, in fact, a member of the faculty of social science ? 

Mr, Porasn. I decline to answer on the same grounds, 
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Mr. Sourwrne. I ask that these two articles be inserted in the 
record. 

Senator Hruska. They are accepted and will be inserted in the 
record. 

(The articles referred to were marked “Exhibit No. 13” and “Ex. 
hibit No. 14” and read as follows :) 


Exurieit No. 13 
[From the Daily Worker, Jan. 10, 1957, p. 3] 


CP Hits SMEAR PLANTED BY FBI AGAINsT Irvine PoTAsSH 


A Communist spokesman yesterday blasted the FBI for organizing a “crafty 
smear campaign” against Irving Potash, former Communist leader and deportee 
arrested last Friday on the charge of unauthorized entry to this country. 

Potash is being held under $35,000 bail in the Federal House of Detention at 
West Street. 

“The real issue in the Potash case is the brutal administration policy of break. 
ing up an American family for vindictive political reasons,” it was charged 
yesterday by Simon W. Gerson, chairman of the Communist Party’s Committee 
on Civil Liberties. 

Gerson’s comment was evoked by a front-page story in yesterday’s New York 
Herald Tribune, asserting that Potash was “carrying secret orders to Red leaders 
in the United States and possibly other countries.” The FBI “did not confirm 
or deny the report,” according to the Herald Tribune. 

Gerson’s statement follows: 

“The FBI apparatus has begun a crafty smear campaign to prejudice the 
test case developing around the fight of Irving Potash to be reunited with his 
wife and family. 

“That is the real meaning of a malicious story planted in a New York morning 
newspaper. The story, published through the facilities of a semiofficial glorifier 
of J. Edgar Hoover, seeks to build up an incredible ‘international courier’ mystery 
around Potash. 

“The real issue in the Potash case is the brutal administration policy of breaking 
up an American family for vindictive political reasons. Operating under the 
infamous Walter-McCarran law and the State Department policy of withholding 
passports, the administration has kept Potash from being with his wife, daughter, 
and three grandchildren. 

“The real issue will be fought in the courts and before the bar of public 
opinion.” 


ExHIsitT No. 14 
[From the Daily Worker, Apr. 5, 1959, p. 6] 


MARXIST COURSES 


Irving Potash, Hyman Lumer, William Albertson, Esther Cantor, and William 
L. Patterson are among the teachers scheduled for the new 7-week spring term 
classes of the faculty of social science, opening on Monday, April 13 and running 
through Thursday, May 29. Registration is now going on, from 2 to 9 p.m. daily, 
at the faculty offices, 80 East 11th Street. 

Topics in the new schedule include: “Current Labor Issues,” “The Negro 
Question,” “Latin America Today,” “American Political Parties,” “Marxism ver- 
sus Pragmatism.” 


Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, were you convicted in 1949 for conspir- 
ing to overthrow the Government of the United States? 

Mr. Porasu. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were not? 

Mr. Porasn. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you convicted of any offense in 1949? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline. 
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Mr. Sourwrine. Did you, subsequent to any conviction in 1949, under 
the Smith Act, elect to accept deportation to Poland in 1955? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer ; same ground. 

Mr. SourwineE. Did you return to the United States in 1957 ? 

Mr. Porasn. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you reenter the country illegally ? 

Mr. Porasu. Same answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. When you returned to the United States in 1957, 
and entered the country illegally, did you do so on the basis of direct 
orders from Moscow ? 

Mr. Porasu. If you want to separate that question, I will answer 
no to that part of it which speaks about orders, and I will decline to 
answer any other part of it. 

Mr. Sourwrtne. I will be glad to separate it as to the portion which 
you say you will answer. ; ; , 

When you returned to the United States in 1957, did you come back 
to the United States under direct orders from Moscow to help put 
the Communist Party back on a more active basis ? 

Mr. Porasn. I willsay no to any reference to orders. 

Mr. SourwinE. Why did you come back to the United States? 

Mr. Porasn. And decline to answer any other part of that question. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, is it true that you were in Red China 
conferring with Communist Party leaders there when you received 
word from Moscow which led you to reenter the United States in 
1957 ¢ 

Mr. Porasu. Will you please repeat that question. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. 

Is it true that you were in Red China conferring with Communist 
Party leaders there when you received word from Moscow which led 
you to reenter the United States in 1957? 

' Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer that question except any and 
every reference to orders. 

Mr. Sourwine. There was no reference to orders in that question, 
Mr. Potash. 

Mr. Ren. Yes, there is. 

Mr. Porasn. Or any implication of that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, do you deny that while you were in Red 
China you received word from Moscow ? 

Mr. Rein. Mr. Chairman, if I may make a comment here, I think the 
witness does want to answer, he never received orders from Moscow, 
but it is rather difficult, because the question is always preceded by 
some statement of fact to which he has not testified and which he 
has not acknowledged, so a problem is created by that. 

Mr. Porasu. It seems to me, if you will ask a question plainly with- 
out any tricks, then it can be answered, but I will not answer any ques- 
tion that is crooked. 

Mr. Sourwine. There is no trick in this question. Weren’t you in 
Red China in 1957? 

Mr. Porasn. I decline to answer that. 

Senator Hruska. Were you ever in Red China, Mr. Witness? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer that. 
aa Mr. Potash, what is your present immigration 
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Mr. Porasu. At the present time under an order of deportation. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are currently under an order of supervision 
served on you March 18 of this year? 

Mr. Porasn. That is correct. 

Mr. Sourw1ne. Why have you not been deported, if you know? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Isn’t it a fact that you have not been deported be- 
cause you cannot get travel documents, that is, that you cannot get 
a ney to which you are deportable to authorize your return to that 
country ¢ 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. SourwtneE Isn’t it true that you have applied for travel docu. 
ments with Poland, Czechoslovakia, and the Soviet Union and al] 
three of those countries have denied you permission to enter ? 

Mr. Porasn. I decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Sourwine. Can you tell us, Mr. Potash, why it is that those 
three countries, Poland, Czechoslovakia, and the Soviet Union, don’t 
want you? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer for the same reason. 

Mr. Sourwine. Don’t you know, as a matter of fact, that it is not 
a question of not wanting you to come there, but is rather a question 
of wanting to keep you here? 

Mr. Porasn. I decline to answer your assertions and what not. 

Mr. Sourwine. It is a question of what you know, if it is within 
your knowledge, and if you don’t know it, all you have to do is say 
so. Don’t you know it to be true, that these countries are refusing 
you travel documents because they want you kept in the United States 
and they know that when the travel documents are refused the United 
States cannot send you back under existing law ? 

Mr. Porasn. That is a loaded question and I will not answer it. 
I decline to answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. On what grounds? 

Mr. Porasu. The same grounds given before. 

Senator Hruska. The witness will be admonished that it is not for 
him to characterize questions as either loaded or tricky or any other 
way. If he desires not to answer them he may say so but the Chair 
does not look with approval upon characterization of questions in 
the fashion in which the witness is indulging. Proceed with your 
next question, Counsel. 

Mr. Sourwtne. I hold in my hand a letter addressed to the chair- 
man of this committee, October 22, 1959, signed by Mr. Swing, Com- 
missioner of Immigration. I think it ese be placed in the record 
and I should like with your permission to read it, it is slightly over 
one page. 

Senator Hruska. Permission is granted. 

Mr. Sourwtnr. I will then offer the document for the record but 
I should like to read it before it is received in the record. 

Senator Hruska. It isso ordered, very well. 

Mr. Sourwine. Parenthetically, Mr. Chairman, I ask that Mr. Pot- 
ash listen to this and at the conclusion I will offer him an oppor- 
tunity to correct any statement here which he considers to be untrue 
or inaccurate. It reads; 
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington, D.C., October 22, 1959. 
Hon. James O. EASTLAND, 
Chairman, Su bcommittee on Internal Security, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Deak Mr. CHAIRMAN: This will refer to your inquiry concerning the immigra- 
tion case of Irving Potash. 

Mr. Potash was born in Russia and first entered the United States about 
October 1913. In 1949 he was sentenced to 5 years’ imprisonment for violation 
of the Smith Act, and on March 4, 1955, he was deported to Poland on the 

und that, after entry, he was a member of the Communist Party of the United 
States. This membership was established during the deportation hearing by 
the stipulated evidence of five witnesses who during the period 1920-50 met 
Mr. Potash in Communist meetings open only to members of the Communist 
Party, and also established that he was a high official of that party whose 
offices included membership on the national committee of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Potash effected entry into Poland by use of a Polish visa he himself pro- 
cured from the Polish Embassy, Washington, D.C., on February 1, 1955. He 
reentered the United States illegally during 1956, and in January 1957 was 
sentenced to 2 years’ imprisonment and fined $1,000 for the illegal reentry. He 
was also ordered deported for unlawfully reentering the United States after 
having been previously deported because of his Communist Party membership. 
Deportation can only be effected to a country from which advance consent to 
enter has been obtained. Applications for a travel document for deportation to 
both the U.S.S.R. and Poland have been refused. 

Mr. Potash was released from the Federal penitentiary at Atlanta, Ga., on 
August 26, 1958. Under existing law and regulations this Service now has no 
authority to continue him in detention. Pending eventual deportation, he is 
subject to supervision by this Service insofar as his availability for deportation 
is concerned, pursuant to the provisions of section 242(d) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act. 

Sincerely, 
J. M. Swine, Commissioner. 


(The letter was marked “Exhibit No. 15” and having been read in 
full by Mr. Sourwine, was returned to the subcommittee file.) 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, do you wish to call attention to any 
portion of that letter which you deem to be untrue or inaccurate? 

Senator Hruska. I would like to state if the witness wishes to 
examine the text of this letter he may do so. 

Mr. Porasu. My answer to the question is “No.” 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, did you visit Prague in 1955? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Sourwine. I will tell you, Mr. Potash, that the Daily Worker 
of November 2, 1955, carried a story bearing the byline, “Irving 
Potash,” with the dateline Prague and I will ask you if that has any 
effect or changes your answer. 

Mr. PorasH. It has not changed my answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, have you served as an international 
emissary for the world Communist movement ? 

Mr. Porasn. The chairman does not want me to characterize ques- 
tions but—— 

Senator Hruska. And the witness will not do so, if he is so in- 
clined at this moment. 

Mr. Porasu. Well, such questions are certainly not proper, they are 
not decent. 

Senator Hruska. The witness will be admonished again, that he 
has a right to refuse to answer the question but he has no right to so 
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characterize questions as to reflect upon the integrity and good faith 
of this committee. 

Will you please take note of that admonition ? 

Mr. Porasn. I decline 

Senator Hruska. What is your answer, Mr. Witness? 

Mr. Porasn. I decline to answer that question. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, if this question is not fair, if this ques. 
tion is what you attempted to characterize it, why don’t you say no! 

Mr. Porasn. I said no several times to implications and statements 
of asimilar nature. 

Mr. Sourwine. Why don’t you say no to this one if it is untrue? 
This is a clear and simple question. 

Mr. Porasu. Will you please read that statement again ? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes, sir. Have you served as an international emis- 
sary for the world Communist movement ? 

Mr. Porasn. I don’t understand the question. That is not a clear 
question. 

Senator Hruska. What part of it don’t you understand ? 

Mr. Porasu. I understand the question, I don’t understand the 
meaning of it. 

Senator Hruska. Have you served as a messenger for the world 
Communist movement in any sense ? 

Mr. Porasu. No. 

Senator Hruska. Now, an emissary is one whose jurisdiction and 
whose duties go beyond that of mere messenger, it has other attributes 
with which you are familiar, lamsure. Did you serve as an emissary 
for the Communist movement ? 

Mr. Porasu. I don’t know what attributes anybody may attach to 
that, so I can’t answer. 

Senator Hruska. What in your judgment is an emissary, what is 
your definition of an emissary ? 

Mr. Porasu. If an emissary means what he said before, about a 
messenger or courier or anything of the kind, my answer is “No.” 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, have you been a representative of the 
international Communist movement in various countries of the world? 

Mr. Porasn. I don’t know what you mean by Communist movement, 
I don’t understand this—— 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever been 

Mr. Porasu. International Communist movement. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever been a representative of the Com- 
munist International ? 

Mr. Porasn. No. 

Mr. Sourwiner. Have you ever in any country of the world exercised 
authority in the name of or stemming from the U.S.S.R. or the Com- 
munist Party of the U.S.S.R. ? 

Mr. Porasn. Because of the vagueness of this question I refuse to 
answer it, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right, sir. 

Senator Hruska. So that I understand, you are asserting the other 
objections in addition to the vagueness of the question. Is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Porasn. That is correct. 

Senator Hruska. Allright. Same ruling. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, we had a question a little while ago 
about whether or not you were in Red China, Communist China in 
1956. I call your attention to the Daily People’s World, the issue of 
July 1956 which refers to your presence in Communist China, and I 
ask you whether that article in the Daily People’s World was in error 
with respect to your presence. 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer, same grounds. 

Mr. SourwIneE. Were you in Moscow in 1955? 

Mr. Porasn. I decline; same grounds. 

Mr. Sourwine. I call your attention to the fact that the Daily 
Worker of June 22, 1955, shows a story, dateline Moscow, and it car- 
ries the byline “Potash,” regarding the visit of India’s Prime Min- 
ister, Jawaharlal Nehru. Does that change your answer ? 

Mr. Porasn. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Jawaharlal Nehru? 

Mr. Porasn. I know the name. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever write a news story about his visit to 
Moscow ? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, did you ever use the name of Lauber 
{pronouncing | or Lauber [pronouncing] ? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline; same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. I show you, Mr. Potash, a passport application in 
the name of Morris Lauber. This is a photostat of the original. 
Thereon the applicant’s name appears as Morris Lauber, and it carries 
a photograph of the applicant which appears to be a recognizable 
image of yourself. 

I show you this and ask you, Is it not true that this is the applica- 
tion, this 1s a photostat of the original application on which was is- 
sued a passport in the name of Morris Lauber [pronouncing as in 
cow] or Lauber [pronouncing as in hog] on which you traveled to 
Europe? 

Mr. Porasn. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Sourwine. May I have that back? 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that this passport application under which a 
passport was issued August 1, 1911, in the name of Morris Lauber, 
may be inserted in the record. 

Senator Hruska. It will be received in the record. 

(The application referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 16” and 
is as follows :) 

ExursirT No. 16 


The document is rubber stamped (the date and number filled in by hand): 
“Applicant’s original naturalization certificate No. 1451475 seen and examined.” 
It is also rubber stamped: “Passport issued Aug. 1, 1931. Department of State.” 

Only pertinent sections of the application and a reproduction of the photo- 
graph appearing thereon are printed below: 

429054 
PASSPORT APPLICATION 


[Form for person claiming citizenship through naturalization] 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ] 
State or New York 88: 
County or NEw YorkK 

I, Morris Lauber, a Citizen of the United States, do hereby apply to the De 
partment of State, at Washington, for a passport. I solemnly swear that I 
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was born at Yablonov Austria, on May 20, 1895; that I was never married. 
that I emigrated to the United States, on or about May 1914; that I resided 
continuously in the United States from 1914 to 1931, at New York, N.Y.; that 
I was naturalized as a citizen of the United States before the Supreme Court 
of the State of New York at City of New York, N.Y. on April 5, 1922, as shown 
by the certificate of naturalization presented herewith; that I am the IpENnTrq,q;, 
PERSON described in said certificate; that I am domiciled in the United States, 
my permanent residence being at 2420 Bronx Park East in the city of New 
York, State of New York that I have not taken an oath of allegiance to, or 
been naturalized as a citizen or subject of any foreign state, and that I have 
resided outside the United States since my naturalization at the following 
places for the following periods: Not since 1914. 

My father, Jacob Lauber; was born at Austria on 1860 is now Deceased, 

I am about to go abroad temporarily and intend to return to the Uniteg 
States within 1 year with the purpose of residing and performing the duties 
of citizenship therein. 

I desire a passport for use in visiting the countries hereinafter named for 
the following purposes: 

Name each country to be visited : Germany and France. 

Objects of visits: Tourist. 

(Applicant’s) original naturalized certificate No. 1451475, issued April 5, 
1922. 

OATH OF ALLEGIANCE 


Further, I do solemnly swear that I will support and defend the Constitution 
of the United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic; that I wil] 
bear true faith and allegiance to the same; and that I take this obligation 
freely, without any mental reservation or purpose of evasion: So help me God. 


Morris LAvBER. 


(Signature of Applicant) 
Sworn to before me this July 31, 1931. 


[SEAL OF PASSPORT AGENCY ]} 
(Signature illegible), 
Agent of the Department of State. 


DESCRIPTION OF APPLICANT 


Height 5 feet, 7inches. Age 36 years. 
Hair Brown. Eyes Blue. 

Distinguishing marks or features. None. 
Place of birth, Yablonov, Austria. 

Date of birth, May 20, 1895. 

Occupation, Dental Mechanic. 


I intend to leave the United States from the port of New York sailing on 
board the St Louis on August 8, 1981. 


AFFIDAVIT OF IDENTIFYING WITNESS 


I, the undersigned, solemnly swear that I am a citizen of the United States: 
that I reside at the address written below my signature hereto affixed; that 
I know the applicant who executed the affidavit hereinbefore set forth to be 
a citizen of the United States; that the statements made in the applicant's 
affidavit are true to the best of my knowledge and belief ; further, 

I solemnly swear that I have known the applicant personally for 8 years. 

SAMUEL Burt. 


Resident address of witness: 1845 Seventh Avenue, New York City, N.Y. 
Sworn to before me this July 31, 1931. 


(Signature illegible), 


Agent of the Department of State. 
[SEAL OF PASsporT AGENCY] 
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Mr. Sourwine. And I ask also that if possible and if the technical 
facilities permit, the photograph which accompanies that application 
may be received in the record at this point. 

Senator Hruska. So ordered. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, do you deny that the picture on this 
passport application is a picture of you? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Sourwine. I have one more question about this application, 
Mr. Chairman. I should like to establish the identity of the identify- 
ing witness. 

0 you know a person named Samuel Burt who lives or lived at the 
address 1845 Seventh Avenue, New York City ? 

Mr. Porasu. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever use the name of Lauber, Mr. Potash? 

Mr. Porasu. Decline, on the same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to deny it if it 
isnot so, that you did use this passport fraudulently procured and that 
you traveled on it to Europe and that your major purpose for going 
there was to attend the Lenin School in Moscow. 

Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, do you know William S. Gailmor? 

Mr. Porasn. I know the name. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know the man? 

Mr. Porasu. The name. 

Mr. Sourwine. I say, do you know the man? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know the man who goes by that name? 

Mr. Porasu. I don’t recollect ever having met him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, do you have any knowledge respecting a 
meeting held at the Essex Hotel in Philadelphia on October 10 of this 
year to celebrate the 40th Anniversary of the Communist Party, 


US.A.? 
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Mr. Porasu. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, were you at a closed meeting at the 
China Village Restaurant, 917 Race Street, Philadelphia, on May 8 
1959, at which Eugene Dennis spoke ¢ 

Mr. Porasn. I decline, for the same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Potash, did you ever attend a meeting at the 
home of Matthew Snyder, 227 Harrison Avenue, Norwood, Pa.? 

Mr. Porasn. As I indicated to you in executive session, that name, 
to the best of my recollection, doesn’t mean anything to me. 

Mr. Sourwtne. I see. Mr. Potash, I show you a copy of a docu. 
ment entitled “Administrative Committee Draft on Convention Prepa- 
rations,” which document was used in top level Communist meetings 
in Philadelphia from September 10 to 13 of this year. The document 
is now in the record of this committee, it has been introduced during 
the testimony of a prior witness, and I ask you if you recognize this 
document in its substance ? 

Mr. Porasn. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you play any part in the preparation of this 
document ? 

Mr. Porasn. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you play any part in its distribution ? 

Mr. Porasn. Same answer. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you see or hear it read at meetings in 
Philadelphia? 

Mr. Porasn. Same answer. 

Mr. Sourwtne. I have no more questions. 

Senator Hruska. Very well, the witness is excused. 

The next witness will be William S. Gailmor. Mr. Gailmor, will 
you please take your place at the witness table ? 

Mr. Carrott. Can we have the camera lights turned off, please, 
sir? 

Senator Hruska. Yes. Mr. Gailmor, do you solemnly swear that 
the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God 2 

Mr. Gatimor. I do. 

Senator Hruska. Thank you. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM S. GAILMOR 


Senator Hruska. The record will show that Mr. Gailmor is in the 
hearing room accompanied by his counsel, John Roger Carroll of 
Philadelphia. You may proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Gailmor, what is your present residence 
address ? 

Mr. Gartmor. 1401 Surrey Lane, Overbrook Hill. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is your present business address ? 

Mr. Gartmor. 720 Western Savings Fund Building, Philadelphia. 

Mr. Sourwine. And what is your occupation or profession ? 

Mr. Gattmor. Public relations. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were formerly a commentator for radio sta- 
tion WPEN? 

Mr. Gattmor. That is true. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are no longer soemployed ? 
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Mr. Garumor. That is right. 

Mr. SourwinE. You made some statements this morning in execu- 
tive session with respect to the severance of that employment. I do 
not want to force you, but do you desire to repeat those statements 
here $ ' 

Mr. Gatimor. If you consider it pertinent and important I have 
no objection. 

Mr. Sourwine. It is pertinent and it might be important to you. 
Go ahead in your own words. 

Mr. Gat-mor. I was employed as director of news for station 
WPEN, during which I was asked to develop a program of editorials, 
daily editorials. I did so and every day there was an editorial which 
was broadcast by me and which was previously approved by a com- 
mittee of the station management. 

During the course of this editorial program I developed a campaign 
to strengthen the Firearms Act for the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania because there was a great rash of gun episodes and there was 
a great feeling of alarm in the community. 

And on speaking to various leaders, civic and business and other 
leaders in the community, it was felt it might be a good idea to make 
it less easy for irresponsible individuals to purchase guns. 

And I conferred with District Attorney Blank of Philadelphia and 
other members of his staff, he and they were eager to get a bill that 
would make it more difficult to purchase guns and the district attor- 
ney’s office drafted such a bill and it was presented in the senate up 
in Harrisburg. 

Editorially, I was very strongly behind that bill and so were many 
leading civic and business groups in the city who collected many 
thousands of signatures on petitions urging the legislature in Harris- 
burg to pass such a bill. 

The bill was strongly opposed by enforcement groups and groups 
such as the American Riflemen’s Association and the veterans’ groups, 
which not only opposed the bill but opposed me personally and in 
order to discredit the bill and discredit me, dug up material about 
my political activities during the 1940’s which were calculated to 
indicate that I was possibly of questionable loyalty. 

They presented that in dossier form, and circulated it among cer- 
tain advertising agencies and to the station, and as a result the station 
decided to discontinue the editorial program as then constituted and 
keep me off the air for a while. 

I felt, since I was not going to be on the air constantly and there 
was going to be no editorial program, I might be better off to resign 
and devote myself to some writing and lecturing on the basis of some 
of my travels to Europe. That happened at the end of 1 year of 
employment. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do I summarize correctly by saying that it is your 
testimony that the veterans’ group and the Riflemen’s Association, 
while actually objecting to your broadcasting those editorials because 
you were fighting guns, were overtly and ostensibly attacking you 
because of leftwing affiliation ? 

Mr. Gattmor. Actually, the attacks on the bill took the form of an 
attack upon me personally and it seemed that they were using my 
activities in the 1940’s to demonstrate that I should not be listened to. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Gailmor, were you at any time director of the 
War Relief Fund of Americans of South Slavic Descent, Inc. ? 

Mr. Gatimor. I don’t recall being a director of such an organization, 

Mr. Soorwine. Were you connected at any time with the Americap 
Committee for Yugoslav Relief ? 

Mr. Gattmor. I was not connected with the committee except I had 
great sympathy for the Yugoslavs who were suffering a great deal 
during the war and finding myself in the company of leading Senators 
and Congressmen and other important Americans who were in sym. 
pathy with Yugoslav relief, I lent my talent to the effort and made a 
number of speeches helping them raise funds for the relief of Yugo. 
slavs during the war. 


Mr. Sourwtne. Did you know that the American Committee for | 


Yugoslav Relief was the name to which the War Relief Fund of Amer. 
icans of South Slavic Descent was changed ? 

Mr. Gattmor. I think vaguely I heard about that subsequently but 
I did nothing for the group under that name to my recollection. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you, Mr. Gailmor, know that the American 
Committee for Yugoslav Relief has been cited by the Attorney Gen- 
eral as a subversive organization ? 


Mr. Gammor. I did not know that and certainly that was not true | 


at the time I spoke for them, which was in the 1940’s during the early 
part of the war. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the same William S. Gailmor who was a 
speaker at the Second Conference of the American Slav Congress in 
June 1943, at Manhattan Center, New York City ? 


Mr. Gatimor. June 1943, that is 16 years ago. It is quite possible | 


that. I spoke there. As I said, I was sympathetic to these Slavic 
groups which were suffering a great deal during the war and it is 
quite possible I did speak for them. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that the American Slav Congress 
had been cited as a subversive organization ? 

Mr. Garmor. I learned about that quite a long time after I spoke 
for them. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the same William S. Gailmor who was a 
speaker at a convention held at the Hotel Commodore in New York 
City for the American Committee for the Protection of the Foreign 
Born on October 10, 1943 ? 

Mr. Garimor. 1943, did you say ? 

Mr. Sourwine. That is right. 

Mr. Gartmor. That was about 16 years ago. It is quite possible! 
was speaker at that function because I was sympathetic to members of 
minority groups. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Have you continued to be a speaker for the Ameri- 
can Committee for the Protection of the Foreign Born ? 

Mr. Gartmor. Pardon me; would you repeat that ? 

Mr. Sovrwine. Have you continued to be a speaker for the Ameri- 
can Committee for the Protection of the Foreign Born ? 

Mr. Gartmor. No, [havenot. I have not spoken for them for many 

ears. 
7 Mr. Sourwrne. At the time that you spoke for them did you know 
that the American Committee for the Protection of the Foreign Born 
was cited as a subversive organization ? 
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Mr. Gamtmor. I did not know that. I think I learned about that 

ears later. 

Mr. SourwineE. Are you the same William S. Gailmor who signed 
an advertisement sponsored by the Reichstag Fire Trial Anniversar 
Committee of New York City and which appeared in the New Yor 
Times of December 22, 1943, extrolling Georgi Dimitrov, a Communist 
defendant at the trial ? 

Mr. Garumor. I recall that. I recall saying it was important for 
Americans to support those who stood up in defiance of the Hitler 
cause and for that reason I lent my name. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that Georgi Dimitrov was former 
head of the Communist International ? 

Mr. Gammor. I knew that at the time but I was interested in this 
_ from the point of view of a successful defiance of the Nazi 

utsch. 
: Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that the Reichstag Fire Trial Anni- 
versary Committee had been cited as a Communist-front organization ? 

Mr. Gartmor. I did not know that, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Gailmor, are you the same Gailmor who was 
scheduled to be a speaker at an anti-Franco rally at the Pythian 
Temple in New York City in December 1944, under the sponsorship 
of the Citizens’ Committee of the Upper West Side? 

Mr. Gaitmor. That was in 1944. It is quite likely I did because 
1 was always outspoken in my opposition to Franco. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you speak on one or more occasions to your 
knowledge under the sponsorship of the Citizens’ Committee of the 
Upper West Side? 

Mr. Gattmor. I don’t recall those specifically but it is quite possible. 
[ lived in that area at the time. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that the Citizens Committee of the 
Upper West Side has been cited by the Attorney General as sub- 
versive ¢ 

Mr. Gattmor. I certainly did not know that to be so at the time 
I spoke for them. 

r. Sourwine. Are you the same William S. Gailmor who was an 
initiating sponsor of a new Independent Citizens Committee of the 
Arts, Sciences, and Professions, as reported by the Daily Worker in 
the issue of December 24, 1944? 

Mr. Gaitmor. I don’t know about the report in the Daily Worker 
but I was active in that Independent Citizens Committee of the Arts, 
Sciences, and Professions. 

Mr. Sourwine. And did you know that the Independent Citizens 
Committee of the Art, Sciences, and Professions had been cited as 
a Communist-front organization ? 

Mr. Gatimor. I never knew it had been put on the list. I was 
active in it during 1944 when it was acting in behalf of the Roose- 
velt. candidacy. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the same William S. Gailmor who was 
elected a member of the board of directors of Stage for Action, as 
reported in the New York Times for January 11, 1945? 

. Gammor. I remember publicity under the auspices of that 


group many years ago. I don’t remember whether I was a director 
or not. 
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Mr. SourwineE. Do you know that Stage for Action had been cited 
as a Communist-front organization ? 

Mr. Gatimor. I did not know that to be the case. 

Mr. Sourwine. In any of these organizations did you know at the 
time any persons who were members who then and there were known 
to you to be Communists ? 

Mr. Gatimor. No, I never of my knowledge knew any of them to 
be Communists. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the same William S. Gailmor who was 
scheduled to be a speaker on “Democracy Versus Fascism” before an 
open forum at Rakozi Hall in Bridgeport, Conn., under the spon- 
sorship of the Hungarian-American Council for Democracy, as re 
ported in the Bridgeport Sunday Herald of March 19, 1944? 

Mr. Gartmor. It is quite possible, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. You don’t know? 

Mr. Gator. I don’t recall—what year was that, sir? 

Mr. Sourwine. That would have been about 15 years ago—1944, 

Mr. Garmor. It isa long time. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is right, and I am not trapping you, if you 
don’t recall 

Mr. Gattmor. Yes, sir. Some of these things I recall more clearly 
than others but it has been a long time ago. q 

I would like to add that during the course of those years I was 
making speeches to other types of organizations. Masonic groups, 
civic groups, church groups, and so on and these were interspersed 
among them and I have no recollection—I did a great deal of public 
speaking in those years. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that the Hungarian- American Coun- 
cil for Democracy had been cited by the Attorney General as a sub- 
versive organization ? 

Mr. Gattmor. I did not know that to be the case. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the same William S. Gailmor who was 
scheduled as a speaker at the Manhattan Center, New York City, in 
April 1944, under the sponsorship of the Yugoslav Seaman’s Club? 

Mr. Gatumor. That is quite possible. As I told you, I was quite 
sympathetic to the Yugoslavs who were suffering a great deal from 
the war and I accepted every opportunity of helping raise funds for 
their relief. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that the Yugoslav Seaman’s Club 
was on the Attorney General’s list of subversive organizations? 

Mr. Gatimor. I did not know that to be the case. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the Gailmor referred to in an article in 
the New York Journal American of January 11, 1945, written by 
Howard Rushmore? 

Mr. Gattmor. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. I want to give you an opportunity to comment 
upon that. 

Mr. Gattmor. Well, I was under a rather active smear attack by 
the Journal American and the Hearst press at that time and Mr. 
Rushmore was the prime—vwell, in our newspaper trade we call them 
hatchetmen, and he was doing a job on me at the time. 

Mr. Sourwine. In this article he wrote in part: 
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Gailmor heatedly denied to Blue Network officials he was Communist or 
followed Stalinist line while broadcasting at WJZ, that the Dies committee must 
not be repeated— 


do you deny that? 

Mr. Gartmor. I do deny that and, as a matter of fact, the Blue 
Network subsequently released a statement clearing me of charges of 
having been Communist and I have a copy of that statement available 
if you would like to have it. 


fr. Sourwine. I think it might be offered for the record, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Hruska. Yes, if the witness would supply it we would be 
happy to incorporate it in the record. Do you have a copy? 

fr. Carroti. If you will indulge me, Mr. Chairman. I have it in 
my briefcase outside and I will submit it at the end of the testimony. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. It will be incorporated when it is 
submitted. 

Mr. Garimor. It is an exhaustive statement issued after they had 
made a thoroughgoing investigation of the charges and they were 
satisfied I was not a Communist. 


Senator Hruska. It will be submitted to counsel for perusal prior 
to incorporation in the record. 
(The release referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 17,” and reads as 
follows :) 
ExuipirT No. 17 


[From Blue Network News] 


Chester J. LaRoche, vice chairman of the Blue Network, today made the follow- 
ing statement : 

“The Blue Network will retain the news commentary program, over our New 
York station WJZ, conducted by Mr. William Gailmor, under sponsorship of the 
Electronic Corp. of America. 

“An investigation of the charges concerning the program, together with the 
evidence submitted to us, does not warrant removal of the program from the air. 

“The charges may be summarized as follows: (1) that Mr. Gailmor was pro- 
Communist; (2) that Mr. Gailmor was morally unfit to be a news commentator ; 
and (3) that the Electronic Corp. of America was purchasing radio time to 
advance the political philosophy of its president, Mr. S. J. Novick, rather than 
for regular advertising purposes. 

“Relative to the first charge, we have no evidence that Mr. Gailmor was or 
isa member of the Communist Party, or that he was or is anything but a person 
with a liberal political viewpoint. Calling a man a Communist does not make it 
a fact. Communism is an easy label to apply to a political liberal with whom 
you disagree. If there was real evidence of communism, the Blue Network would 
deny Mr. Gailmor the privileges of a news commentator. 

Communists have a right to express their views over the air, but only if their 
political affiliations are publicly disclosed. The fact that Mr. Gailmor is an 
avowed liberal is no reason to deny him radio facilities. His political philosophy 
closely parallels that of many important Government and public figures. While 
Mr. Gailmor’s news interpretations sometimes are not in accord with the per- 
sonal opinions of Blue Network executives, this, too, is no cause for prohibiting 
their expression. The texts of his broadcasts over WJZ have not justified the 
charges against him. 

“Relative to the second charge, the New York court that considered Mr. Gail- 
mor’s admission that he took several automobiles, in 1939, concluded that his 
actions were the result of neurosis, which is commonly known as a nervous break- 
down. Instead of being sentenced to prison, Mr. Gailmor was given a year’s 
medical treatment in a sanitarium. We have evidence from competent medical 
authority that he made a remarkable recovery. For 4 years, Mr. Gailmor has 
followed successfully a career of lecturing book reviewing, newspaper work, 
and radio broadcasting. We feel his record, since his illness, has justified the 
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opinion of medical authorities that he has completely rehabilitated himsel 
Under ordinary circumstances, the Blue Network would not permit a pe 
with a criminal record, to be a news commentator. But Mr. Gailmor’s case jg 
well known in medical circles as an example of the irresponsibility of a mentally 
sick man rather than of a man with criminal intent. We refuse to ‘persecute’ g 
man who has restored himself to normal living. 

“A great number of veterans, temporarily mentally sick, will be dischargeg 
from the Armed Forces. We believe it is important that they have the oppor. 
tunity to find employment without any stigma being attached to them. 

“Relative to the third charge, the Electronic Corp., of America and its affiliateg 
concerns are substantial businesses. Last year, the corporation was awarded 
the Army-Navy E. Its commercial announcements on the program, designed 
to attract general public good will, conform to radio advertising standards. Mr, 
Novick * has assured us that his purpose in purchasing radio time is only to ad. 
vertise the company and its products. Weare naturally concerned and watchful 
of any tendency of advertisers to select or to guide commentators for the pur. 
pose of expressing political points of view. We scrutinize all sponsored news 
programs to prevent any such possibility. 

“We are glad that the public inquiry was made of Mr. Gailmor’s fitness and of 
the purpose of the Electronic Corp. of America program. We welcome such 
inquiries because as a holder of public franchise, we believe that our policies 
should be subject to public appraisal. The Blue Network permits broad freedom 
of expression to its news commentators because, in this way, radio can con- 
tribute most to ‘freedom of the air.’ These comments on the news are in addi- 
tion to straight news reporting. On the latter, we permit no editorializing on 
the news. The Blue’s news will always be based on straightforward reporting 
of the facts. 

“We have tried to act fairly and carefully in this matter, because the problems 
involved are of even greater importance than the case at hand. We are not 
afraid of using our facilities so that the American public will have a variety of 
viewpoints. In fact, it is our determined obligation to do just that. If new 
evidence should develop to prove our decision at variance with our policies, we 
shall act promptly.” 


Mr. Sourwine. Howard Rushmore continued: 


January 5, Gailmor upheld Moscow-controlled Lublin government in Poland as 
democratic. 


Is there anything you care to comment on ? 

Mr. Gattmor. I will only say that it is the habit of alleged journal- 
ists of the Rushmore stripe to pull phrases or sentences out of context 
of a speaker or a commentator to make the speaker or commentator 
look like they are trying to paint them. 

Mr. Sourwine. Rushmore continued : 


Earlier, Gailmor had been committed to a mental institution after conviction for 
theft of a car. 


Were you in fact ever convicted for the theft of a car? 

Mr. Gattmor. Yes, sir. That was 20 years ago. There was a psy- 
chiatric episode in my life which was diagnosed as such and it was 
the action of the court at that time that I receive psychiatric treatment 
for 1 year, which I did, and that was the end of that. 

Mr. Sourwine. That was 5 years before Rushmore wrote that? 


1 The Committee on Un-American Activities, U.S. House of Representatives, on pages 32 
and 33 of its publication of December 30, 1951, entitled ‘“‘The Shameful Years,” had the 
following to say: “* * * the committee’s records show that, while Ludwig Martens, the 
first known Soviet agent, operated in this country, from 1919 to 1921, he was assisted b 
Arthur Alexandrovich Adams. * * * From subsequent events, it is certain that in ea 
of these visits (1927 and 1936) Adams was engaged in Soviet espionage missions. * * * 
After gaining admission to this country, Adams obtained the right to permanent residence 
which was facilitated by false statements made by Samuel Novick. ovick later became 

resident of Electronics Corp of America, a firm which originated in 1942. During World 

ar II, Electronics Corp. of America had Government contracts amounting to $6 million 


and had exclusive contracts to produce certain highly secret items for use in radar 
installations.” 
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Mr. Gattmor. Yes, sir; and 20 years ago. 

Mr. SourwIne. Are you the William S. Gailmor referred to in an 
article in the Daily Worker of October 16, 1945, referring to your can- 
cellation as a broadcaster by radio station WJZ? 

Mr. Gartmor. I did not get the question. 

Mr. SourwIne. I ask you, were you the William S. Gailmor re- 
ferred to in an article in the Daily Worker of October 16, 1945, which 
referred to the cancellation of William S. Gailmor as a broadcaster 
by New York radio station WJZ? 

Mr. Gartmor. That was incorrectly reported. I was not canceled 
by station WJZ. What happened was, at the expiration of the con- 
tract, it was not renewed, but there was not a cancellation. 

Mr. Sourwine. Thank you. 

Were you a sponsor of the American Committee for Spanish 
Freedom ¢ 

Mr. Garemor. Not to my recollection. 

Mr. Sourwinr. I will tell you that the Worker on November 11, 
1945, reported that a William S. Gailmor was such a sponsor. 

Mr. Garumor. I do not necessar ily accept reports that appear in the 
Worker. 

Mr. Sourwine. No, that is perfectly true and I don’t say it in 
refutation of your testimony at all. 

Mr. Gattmor. I think there was a trend in those days for the Worker 
to assume that if a person spoke at a certain meeting or was sym- 
pathetic with a cause, that he would sponsor the entire movement. 

Mr. SouRwIneE. Were you at any time or in any way connected with 
the American Committee for Spanish Freedom ? 

Mr. Gartmor. I recall making anti-Franco speeches and speeches 
on behalf of the Loyalists of Spain, but that is about the extent of 
my recollection. 

Mr. SourwineE. Did you know that the American Committee for 
Spanish Freedom had been cited by the Attorney General as sub- 
versive ? 

Mr. Gartmor. I certainly did not know that at the time I was speak- 
ingtothem. That was many years ago. 

r. Sourwine. Are you the W illiam S. Gailmor who addressed a 
rally sponsored by the Jewish Peoples Fraternal Order at Talmud 
Torah in Brooklyn, N.Y., as reported by the Daily Worker of March 
20, 1946 ? 

Mr. Garumor. I don’t recall the specific event, but it is possible. 

Mr. SourwrneE. Did you have any connection other than speaking 
dates with the Jewish Peoples Fraternal Order? 

Mr. Gattmor. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that the Jewish Peoples Fraternal 
Order had been cited by the Attorney General as subversive ? 

Mr. Gartmor. I heard that some years later. As a matter of fact, 
many of these organizations under whose auspices I spoke in the 
1940’s were, subsequent to my appearance in their behalf. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Are you the same Gailmor who was a speaker at 
Mills School in New York City under the sponsorship of the Green- 
wich Village Civil Rights Congress, as reported by the Daily Worker 
of February 28,1947? 
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Mr. Gat_mor. I don’t remember that specific event, but it is possible 
because I was always outspoken on issues of civil rights and would 
have gone anywhere to help civil rights. 

Mr. Sourwine. According to that report in the Daily Worker of 
February 28, 1947, you made such a speech, the subject being, “Ep. 
croaching Threats to Our Civil Rights.” Do you remember anything 
of that sort? 

Mr. Gattmor. Vaguely. Iam quite sure I was concerned about such 
things. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that the Greenwich Village Ciyj] 
Rights Congress has been cited by the Attorney General as subversive} 

Mr. Gattmor. I did not know that particular organization, and, as 
a matter of fact, I don’t recall it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the same Gailmor who received an award 
for “civil merit, second degree” from the President of the Peoples 
Republic of Bulgaria? 

Mr. Gatimor. As I recall, I was one of a number of American 
commentators who were sympathetic to the victims of the war in 
Eastern European countries who received that. Certainly it was 
without solicitation and to my very great surprise, a package arrived, 
and that was that. I was not alone in that. I think it was a public 
relations effort on the part of the Government of Bulgaria. 

Mr. Sourwine. Tell us, what is the award for civil merit, second 
degree ? 

Mr. Gattmor. I haven’t the slightest idea, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. It came in a package—was it a big thing or a little 
thing ? 

Mr. Gaitmor. It came in a package with a citation in Bulgarian 
and there was this very attractive ceramic cross or something and I 
gave it to my wife to wear asa trinket. It has long since disappeared, 
but I remember there was a lot of chitchat about it among newspaper- 
men and commentators who received it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you receive this award because of your publicity 
in the United States and in Canada upholding the cause of new 
Bulgaria? 

Mr. Gattmor. No, sir; I don’t recall of anything along those lines. 
I never spoke in Canada on this subject and I don’t remember speaking 
specifically about Bulgaria at any time. 

Mr. Sourwine. You don’t remember what they said about why you 
got it? 

Mr. Gaitmor. No, sir. It was a printed form—by the way, it was 
printed in the original Bulgarian and I never took the trouble, because 
I saw it was a package deal. 

Mr. Sourwine. You say you never did anything to uphold the cause 
of new Bulgaria ? 

Mr. Garimor. Not in that sense. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you ever connected with the Voice of Free- 
dom Committee? 

Mr. Gattmor. The Voice of Freedom Committee was a committee 
that was devoted to maintaining freedom on the air and I did some 
speaking under their auspices and they held once a dinner in my honor. 

Mr. Sourwine. And did you know that the Voice of Freedom Com- 
mittee had been cited by the Attorney General as a subversive organ- 
ization ? 
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Mr. Gattmor. I did not know that. I was out of touch with them 
almost immediately after the dinner in my honor. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the Gailmor who was a sponsor of the 
School of Jewish Studies? 

Mr. Gartmor. I don’t remember being a sponsor, but I remember 
being interested in the program they were trying to develop. — 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you aware that the School of Jewish Studies 
was cited by the Attorney General as subversive ? 

Mr. Gartmor. No, Iam not aware of that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know what your connection with that school 
was in 1948 ? 

Mr. Gartmor. I don’t remember. I just remember being interested 
in what they were doing and I may have attended one conference 
about it; but I was certainly never active, more than casually. 

Mr. Sourwine. Casually ? 

Mr. Gartmor. Never more than casually interested. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the Gailmor whose name appeared on a 
letterhead of the American Committee for a Democratic Greece as 
amember of the board of directors of that organization ? 

Mr. Gartmor. If my name appeared on the letterhead, it must have 
been so—except in many instance people like myself were made direc- 
tors if they only expressed some sympathy for a cause. 

Mr. SourwI1nE. Were you aware that the American Committee for 
a Democratic Greece has been cited by the Attorney General as sub- 
versive ? 

Mr. Gattmor. I was not aware of it at the time I had any contact 
with it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the same Gailmor who was referred to in 
an article by Westbrook Pegler in the New York Journal American 
issue of May 18, 1948, which article referred to one Gailmor’s part in 
agitating 2,000 Communists to mob the Roxy Theater where a motion 
picture called “The Iron Curtain” was being played ? 

Mr. Garmor. That was one of a series of articles that Mr. Pegler 
honored me with. The reference to the so-called agitating to a riot— 
I would no more agitate to riot—I am not built that way—I think it 
is a crazy idea. I remember asking, when I saw the article, after 
a meeting held in New York that a number of people thought they 
ought to picket the movie in Times Square and went and some kind 
of a ruckus resulted and because I called attention that a certain pic- 
ture was not a desirable one to see, [ was blamed by Westbrook Pegler. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were not present? 

Mr. Gatitmor. I was not present and didn’t know about it until 
I read the papers. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the same William S. Gailmor who traveled 
and spoke with Henry Wallace during his Progressive Party cam- 
paign for the presidency ? 

Mr. Gartmor. Yes, sir; I was a member of Mr. Wallace’s personal 
staff. 

Mr. Sourwine. And traveled with him during the campaign ? 

Mr.Gattmor. That is right. 

Mr. Sourwine. And you are the same Gailmor who spoke from the 
platform of a Henry Wallace rally in Madison Square Garden in 
New York City in 1948? 

48008—59—pt. 15 
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Mr. Gattmor. Yes, sir, and quite a number of rallies throughoy 
the country during the campaign period. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know John Huber? | 

Mr. Gattmor. I only know that name because one John Huber Was | 
quoted as having called me a Communist before a Senate committe | 
10 years ago, and I might add this is the first time in 10 years I have | 
had the opportunity to deny that rather vicious allegation in a | 
official setting. 

That is the only way I know that name. I denied it to the press | 
at the time I was queried on it, but that was my first introduction ty 
John Huber. 

Mr. Sourwine. John Huber testified before the Senate Subcom. 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization on September 8, 1949, just 
about 10 years ago, and identified one William S. Gailmor as a toy 
Communist who was admitted to closed meetings of the Communi 
Party. 

Mr. Gaitmor. That was an outright falsehood. 

Mr. Sourwrne. You have covered the Foreign Ministers Confer. 
ence in Geneva in the early part of the summer this year? 

Mr. Gaitmor. Yes, sir; I was there for a little over 2 weeks jy} 


' 


Geneva. 
Mr. Sourwine. You went there as an assignment from the radig| 
station at which you were then employed ? | 


Mr. Garmor. That is right. 

Mr. Sourwine. And while you were in Geneva did you have any! 
contact with persons known to you to be Communists ? 

Mr. Garimor. No, not known to me personally as Communists ex. 
cept as far as speaking literally to hundreds of people, hundreds of | 
correspondents over there and talking to representatives of the Eag | 
German press—and I have an idea they wouldn’t be given their as 
signments if they were not Communists, but of my own knowledg 
I certainly don’t know of speaking to any known Communists. _ 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Gailmor, I show you a photostat of a passport | 
application which bears the photograph of an individual with a 
rather close likeness to yourself. The application is in the name of 
William S. Gailmor, February 19, 1958, the date the passport was | 
issued, and I will ask you if this is a passport application which you 
made and when you identify it as such I will have another question 
for you. 

Mr. Garumor. Yes, sir. Yes, sir, this is my application for pass | 
port and I remember, by the way, that the question as to whether! | 
was a member of the Communist Party was part of the things that] | 
was swearing to and I swore to it gladly. 1 was never a member of | 
the Communist Party, and this was before the Supreme Court de | 
cision invalidating political questions. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where is that? Would you call attention to it by 
page or number or letter designation ? 

Mr. Gattmor. On page 2 of the passport application there is a plac 
for a photograph and there is this, “Are you now a member of the 
Communist Party? (Answer ‘Yes’ or ‘No’)” and I answered “No.’ 
And “Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party? (At 
swer ‘Yes’ or ‘No’)” and I answered “No.” 
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Mr. Sourwine. You called the attention of the committee to this 
fact in the executive session this morning, didn’t you# And you said 
that you would like to have it put on the record ? 

Mr. Gaitmor. That is right, that I wanted it on the record because 
if there Was any question about my loyalty or my membership in the 
Communist Party that would come up through the State Department 
long before this, 

Mr. Sovurwine. Mr. Chairman, I ask that this may be offered for 
the record. 

Senator Hruska. It may be received for the record and placed in an 
appropriate place in the record. : 

(The passport application referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 
18” and reads as follows :) 

Exuipit No. 18 


This document is machine-stamped: “780184 Passport issued Feb 19 ’58”. 
Only pertinent sections of the application and a reproduction of the photo- 
graph appearing thereon are printed below : 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE PASSPORT APPLICATION 


I, William S. Gailmor, a citizen of the United States (by birth), do hereby 
apply to the Department of State for a passport. 

Permanent residence: 1401 Surrey Lane, Philadelphia 31, Pa. 

Date of birth: April 28, 1910. 

Place of birth: Passaic, N.J., U.S.A. 

I have resided outside the U.S. during the past 5 years at the following places 
for the periods stated : Never. 

Father’s name: Abraham Margolis. 

Father’s place of birth: Lithuania; American citizen. 

Father’s date of birth: (About) 1885; Father deceased. Father resided in 
U.S. from (about) 1908 to 1937. 

Mother’s name: Esther Margolis. 

Mother’s place of birth: Russia; American citizen. 

Mother’s date of birth: (About) 1890; Mother deceased. Mother resided in 
U.S. from (about) 1907 to 1927. 

Date of marriage: I was last married on Sept. 8, 1940. 

Present full legal name of spouse: Elaine Gailmor. 

Spouse’s place of birth: New York City. 

Spouse’s date of birth: June 6, 1916. 

Spouse is American citizen. 

Spouse now residing at 1401 Surrey Lane, Phila, 31, Pa. Marriage not 
terminated. 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICANT 


Height, 5 ft. 8 in.; hair, black; eyes, brown. Visible distinguishing marks or 
features : None. 

Place of birth: Passaic, N.J. 

Date of birth: Apr. 28, 1910. 

Occupation: Executive. 
My last American passport was obtained from: Washington, D.C., July 8, 
1949. : 

Number : 

Extension denied (1950). 

Mail passport to: William S. Gailmor, 1401 Surrey Lane, Philadelphia 31, Pa. 


TRAVEL PLANS 


Traveling by organized tour? No. 

Port of departure: Philadelphia or New York. 

Purpose of trip: Assist physician-employer at scientific meeting; gather data 
on medical progress for possible publication. 

Proposed length of stay : 2 months. 

Approximate date of departure: May 5, 1958. 
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Number of previous trips abroad within last 12 months: None. 

Would you please indicate whether you expect to take another trip abroad in 
the next: 2 years. 

List each country to be visited: U.S.S.R., Poland, Lithuania, Roumania, Czecho- 
slovakia, France, England. 

Are you now a member of the Communist Party? (Answer “Yes” or “No”) : No 
ert: gy ever been a member of the Communist Party? (Answer “Yes” or 
‘No”’) : No. 


Sookie 





I have not (and my wife and/or my children have not), since acquiring Ameri- 
can citizenship, been naturalized as a citizen or as citizens of a foreign state; 
taken an oath or made an affirmation or other formal declaration of allegiance 
to a foreign state; entered or served in the armed services of a foreign state; 
accepted or performed the duties of any office, post, or employment under the 
government of a foreign state or political subdivision thereof; voted in a politi- 
cal election in a foreign state or participated in an election or plebiscite to deter- 
mine the sovereignty over foreign territory; made a formal renunciation of 
nationality either in the United States or before a diplomatic or consular officer 
of the United States in a foreign state; ever sought or claimed benefits of the 
nationality of any foreign state; been convicted by a court of competent jurisdic 
tion of deserting the armed services of the United States in time of war, or of 
committing any act of treason against, or of attempting by force to overthrow, 
or of bearing arms against the United States; departed from or remained out- 
side of the jurisdiction of the United States for the purpose of evading or avoiding 
training and service in the armed services of the United States. 

[If any of the above-mentioned acts or conditions have been performed by or 
apply to the applicant, or to his wife or his children (when included in this 
application), the portion which applies should be struck out, and a supplemeniury 
explanatory statement under oath should be attached and made a part hereof.] 

I solemnly swear that the statements made on all the pages of this application 
are true and that the photograph attached hereto is a likeness of me and of 
those people to be included in my passport. 


OATH OF ALLEGIANCE 


Further, I do solemnly swear that I will support and defend the Constitution 
of the United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic; that I will bear 
true faith and allegiance to the same; and that I take this obligation freely, 
without any mental reservations, or purpose of evasion: So help me God. 


WIxraM S. GAILMOR. 
(To be signed by applicant in presence of a clerk of court or passport agent) 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 23d day of December 1957. 


[SEAL OF COURT] L. G. KANALY, 
Deputy Clerk, United States District Court, 
Eastern District of Pennsylwania. 
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AFFIDAVIT OF IDENTIFYING WITNESS 


I, the undersigned, solemnly swear that I am a citizen of the United States: 
that I reside at the address written below my signature hereto affixed; that I 
know the applicant who executed the affidavit hereinbefore set forth to be a 
citizen of the United States ; that the statements made in the applicant’s affidavit 
are true to the best of my knowledge and belief; further, I solemnly swear that 
[ have known the applicant for 6 years. 


LILLIAN K. BRONSTEIN. 
(To be signed by witness in presence of a clerk of court or passport agent) 


; Not related. 
(Relationship to applicant, if not related, so state) 


1624 E. Johnson St. 


(Residence address of witness) 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 23d day of December 1957. 

[SEAL OF COURT] L. G. KANALY, 

Deputy Clerk, United States District Court, 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, just so this record may be perfectly clear I 
have one or two more questions. 

When you went to Geneva did you go from there into Russia or 
any other Iron Curtain country ? 

Mr. Garimor. I went into Berlin. I visited both East and West 
Berlin on the way home, just to get a feeling of the atmosphere and 
be able to report and I did a subsequent broadcast on my impressions 
there. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you presently an instructor in a night school in 
Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Gartmor. Yes. I aman instructor in adult education. 

Mr. Sourwine. In what? 

Mr. Gattmor. It is known as the Junto, an old adult education 
school, originally founded by Benjamin Franklin, I understand. 

Mr. Sourwine. This school, if you know, does it have any connec- 
tion of any kind with the Communist Party, as far as you know? 

Mr. Gattmor. Oh, no, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Or any Communist-front organization ? 

Mr. Gattmor. No, sir; it is one of the most respected adult educa- 
tion schools in the country. 

Mr. Sourwine. And, finally, you are not a member of the Commu- 
nist Party ? 

Mr. Gartmor. I am not. 

Mr. Sourwine. And you have never been a member of the Commu- 
nist Party ? 

Mr. Gattmor. I have never been a member. 

Mr. Sourwine. I have no more questions of this witness. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. 

Mr. Gattmor. Thank you. I would like to thank the committee 
for the opportunity after all of these years of hounding and smearing 
that I suffered at the hands of irresponsible people, I am glad of this 
opportunity to clarify this subject and to point out, by the way, that 
in addition to the kind of organizations mentioned here for which 
I spoke, I also spoke for the Red Cross, the U.S. Treasury, and for 
Israel and for many other interests for which I received citations. 
Of course, my speaking for those groups was not relevant to this in- 
vestigation but I would like to make that known to the committee; 
and I appreciate this opportunity. 
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Mr. Sourwrne. I might say for the record, Mr. Gailmor, the com. 
mittee is not and never has been interested in smearing anybody and 
it is our experience that a man who is not a Communist and never 
was a Communist never has any difficulty in saying so. 

Mr. Gartmor. Thank you very much. 

Senator Hruska. That will conclude the hearings for today. The 
members of the subcommittee have other commitments which must be 
kept in the very next few minutes. 

I should like to announce that tomorrow, commencing at 9:30 a.m, 
we will continue the hearings which will include as witnesses Matthey 
Snyder, Thomas Nabried, and Daniel Rubin. 

The acting chairman would also like to say that we tried to place 
under subpena one Joseph North of New York City. The subpena 

vas issued and a search was made for Mr. North. ‘The marshal was 
unable to find him. The date or the term having expired it will be 
necessary to issue a new one, a new date will be set for that purpose, 

The committee will stand adjourned until 9:30 a.m. in this same 
courtroom. 

(Whereupon, at 4:35 p.m., the subcommittee recessed, to reconvene 
at 9:30 a.m., Friday, October 30, 1959.) 
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REVITALIZING OF COMMUNIST PARTY IN 
PHILADELPHIA AREA 


FRIDAY, OCTOBER 30, 1959 
U.S. SENATE, 


SuscoMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Security Act AND OTHER INTERNAL 
Security Laws, oF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, at 9:45 a.m., in court- 
room No. 1, Federal courthouse, Ninth and Market Streets, Phila- 
delphia, Pa., Senator Roman L. Hruska presiding. 

Also present: J. G. Sourwine, chief counsel; Benjamin Mandel, 
director of research; Frank W. Schroeder, chief investigator. 

Senator Hruska. The subcommittee will come to order. We will 
continue the hearings which were commenced yesterday. ‘The first 
witness this morning will be Mr. Thomas Nabried. 

Mr. Nabried, have you counsel this morning ? 

Mr. Napriep. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hruska. Is he present ? 

Mr. Napriep. He just stepped outside. 

Senator Hruska. All right, we will wait for just a moment until 
he comes in. 

(Pause. ) 

Senator Hruska. Let the record show that Mr. Nabried is in the 
hearing room and is accompanied by his counsel, John Roger Carroll, 
attorney of Philadelphia. Mr. Nabried, will you please rise, sir, and be 
sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you are about to 
give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God ? 

Mr. Napriep. I do. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Sourwine, you may proceed with your ques- 
tions. 

TESTIMONY OF THOMAS NABRIED 


Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Nabried, you live at 2031 West Oxford Street? 

Mr. Naprtep. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. You do not live at 2031 West Oxford Street, Phila- 
delphia, Pa. ? 

Mr. Nasrtep. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is your present address ? 

Mr. Nasriep. 1345 Susquehanna Avenue. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you lived at the Oxford Street address ? 

Mr. Naprtep. Yes. 
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Mr. Sourwine. When was that ? 

Mr. Naprrep. That was 2 years or more ago. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is your present business address? 

Mr. Napriep. I have no business. 

Mr. Sourwrne. What is your calling ? 

Mr. Nasrrep. What is that ? 

Mr. Sourwine. What is your calling; what occupation have yoy 
been trained for or follow to make a living? 

Mr. Napriep. I was trained asa lather. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you working at the trade now ? 

Mr. Napgriep. No, I am not. 

Mr. Sourwine. How long has it been since you have worked at that 
trade? 

Mr. Nasriep. Oh, about—about 5 or 6 years now. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you on yesterday identify yourself to news. 
papermen here in Philadelphia as a full-time worker for the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Naprriep. I refuse 
swer that question. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you, Mr. Nabried, in fact a member of the Com- 
munist Party, U.S.A. ? 

Mr. Napriep. Same thing. 

Mr. Sourwine. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to deny it if 
you consider it to be untrue, that you are in fact a member of the dis- 
trict committee of the Communist Party, U.S.A., of Philadelphia. 

Mr. Napriep. I respectfully decline on the same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Nabried, do you know Eugene Dennis? 

Mr. Napriep. Same thing. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know Irving Potash? 

Mr. Napriep. Same thing. 

Senator Hruska. The record may show, Mr. Counsel, that whenever 
the witness says, “same objection,” or “same ground,” or “same rea- 
son,” that will be an assertion of his rights not to testify on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment, that part of the fifth amendment which has 
to do with self-incrimination. Is that agreeable? 

Mr. Carrotu. If you say that part of the fifth amendment which 
relates to not being a witness against himself, I agree with you. 
Senator Hruska. That is right, that is what I meant, and you said 
much better than I did. 

Mr. Carrotu. I was just using the wording of the amendment, sir. 
Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Nabried, do you know Matthew Snyder? 

Mr. Nasrrep. I decline to answer that question for the same reason. 
Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know Daniel Rubin? 

Mr. Napriep. I decline for the same reason. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you know Sorge Davis? 

Mr. Napriep. I decline to answer for the same reason. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Abraham Sokoloff ? 

Mr. Naprrep. I decline to answer for the same reason. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Do you know William Crawford ? 

Mr. Napsriep. I decline to answer, same reason. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Nabried, I put it to you as a fact and ask you 
to deny it if it is untrue, that you do know these persons whom I have 
named, commencing with Matthew Snyder and ending with William 
Crawford, that they are in fact fellow members with you on the dis- 
trict committee of the Communist Party, U.S. A. 

Mr. Nasrrep. I decline to answer, same reason. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Nabried, did you attend a meeting held at the 
Essex Hotel in Philadelphia on October 10, of this year, to celebrate 
the 40th anniversary of the Communist Party, U. S. A.? 

Mr. Napriep. I decline, same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever been at the home of Matthew Sny- 
der at 227 Harrison Avenue, Norwood, Pa. ? 

Mr. Naprrep. I decline, same ground. 

Mr. SourwiNne. As a matter of fact, did you not attend a secret 
Communist meeting at Mr. Snyder’s home on September 5, 1959? 

Mr. Nasriep. I refuse to answer that question on the same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you present, Mr. Nabried, at a meeting at the 
Adelphia Hotel roofgarden on May 1, 1959, here in Philadelphia? 

Mr. Nazriep. I decline to answer that question on the same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Joseph North ? 

Mr. Napriep. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. I put it to you as a fact, and ask you to deny it if 
you consider it untrue, that you do know Joseph North; that you were 
present at the Adelphia Hotel meeting referred to; that Joseph 
North was the main speaker there and that at that meeting Mr. North 
stated that the Communists fought side by side with the Castro forces 
in the hills in Cuba; and that there was at that meeting a discussion 
by Tom Nabried of the problems of the Communist Party in Phila- 
delphia. 

Mr. Naprrep. The same answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Nabried, have you ever been on the third floor 
at 917 Race Street, Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Napriep. Same answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. I put it to you as a fact, and ask you to deny it if 
is untrue, that you were present at a meeting on the third floor at 
917 Race Street, Philadelphia, on May 8, 1959, and that you then and 
there extended a welcome to your district leadership attending the 
affair. 

Mr. Nasrrep. For the same reasons, I decline to answer that ques- 
tion. : 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Nabried, at this meeting on May 8, on the third 
floor at 917 Race Street in Philadelphia you stated : 


Our press speaks for us daily; it has a message for the mass of the people. 


ask you to tell us to what press were you then referring? 
Mr. Nasrrep. I decline to answer that question for the same reason. 
Mr. Sourwine. At the same meeting on Race Street, 917 Race 
Street, on the third floor, on May 8, you told those there assembled, “If 
you take Philadelphia there is always a beehive of activity.” I ask 
you to tell the committee, to what activity were you then referring? 
Mr. Nasrtep. The same answer. 
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Mr. Sourwtne. Mr. Nabried, I show you a copy of a document 
entitled “Administrative Committee Draft on Convention Prepara. 
tions.” This document was used at top level Communist meetings in 
Philadephia, September 10 to 13, of this year, outlining the strategy 
and tactics for the next national convention of the Communist Party, 
to be held in December of this year. I ask you if you recognize this 
document as to content, are you familiar with the content of this copy 
of the original document ? 

Mr. Carroiti. May we have a moment to look at it, please? 

Mr. Sourwine. Please. Takeall the time you need. 

Mr. Carrotu. Do we take it, sir, this is the same document that was 
shown to Mr. Dennis and Mr. Potash yesterday ? 

Mr. Sourwine. This is not the identical copy, but it is a copy of the 
same original document. 

Mr. Carroiu. The text is the same, in other words? 

Mr. Sourwine. That is correct. 

Mr. Carrotu. I believe the question was whether he recognized it! 

Mr. Sourwine. Whether he recognized it as to content, whether he 
was familiar with the content of the document. 

Mr. Napriep. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds, 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Nabried, did you play any part in the prepara- 
tion of the original document, of which this is a copy ? 

Mr. Napriep. The same answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you see that original document, or a copy of it, 
at the meetings in Philadelphia, September 10 to 13, of this year? 

Mr. Naprrep. The same answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Nabried, I put it to you that the following state- 
ment is true and factual with regard to yourself, and I ask you to 
listen carefully and to interrupt to correct any statement which you 
believe to be untrue or inaccurate: You were one of the five Smith Act 
defendants whose convictions were remanded for retrial as reported 
by Daily Worker of June 1, 1958, page 14; you were granted a retrial 
on order of the Third U.S. Circuit Court; you were a Communist 
leader of the Fourth Congressional District of Pennsylvania as re- 
ported in Daily Worker of April 13, 1956, at page 5; you wrote a letter 
to Daily Worker regarding the fight to free Mrs. Rosalie Ingram, 
which letter appears in Daily Worker of July 12, 1955, at page 4; you 
have'stated that you were a Communist and believed in the principles 
of Marxism-Leninism; you stated this in a speech which was printed 
in Daily Worker of July 8, 1955, at page 6; your conviction under the 
Smith Act was reported by the Daily Worker of June 17, 1955, at 
page 1; you were the author of an article with regard to slum clear: 
ance which appeared in the Daily Worker of April 17, 1955, at page 14; 
you were a member of the Communist National Election Campaign 
Committee, which fact was reported in the Daily Worker of July 8, 
1954, at page 2, and the People’s World of July 6, 1954, at page 2— 
when you have completed your conference I will go ahead. 

Mr. Carrotu. We were just saying, Mr. Sourwine, perhaps this will 
save time 

Mr. Sourwine. I did not ask counsel to make a statement. I was 
reading the statement for the witness. It was obvious from here the 
witness was listening to counsel and not the statement. The witness 
is being given an opportunity to deny or correct any inaccuracy in 
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this statement, and he cannot do it if he does not hear it. That As 
why I wanted to wait. I would appreciate it if we could complete the 
reading of this statement and afterward, if counsel has a statement 
toaddress to the Chair, he might do so. 

Mr. Carroti. I was only going to suggest some of the things he 
would like to answer and some not, and if you take them one at a time 
it will save time. 

Senator Hruska. Counsel will remember that counsel for the com- 
mittee started out by saying interrupt at any time to call attention to 
any inaccuracies. 

Mr. Carrot. Pardon me, sir, then we are interrupting—— 

Senator Hruska. You have an opportunity if you wish, and in 
fairness to the witness we will start over again. And I noticed as 
counsel read these questions, he looked up at the witness from time to 
time, expecting him to speak up if he had anything as to inaccuracies 
inmind. 

Mr. Carroti. That was my fault. What I was about to say was 
simply this, in the interest of saving time, since there are so many 
parts of Mr. Sourwine’s statement about which Mr. Nabried would 
like to answer, and other parts about which he would like to exercise 
his privilege, it might save us all time—— 

Senator Hruska. He sat mute during all that time. 

Mr. Counsel, let’s start from the beginning and give him another 
chance, in all fairness to him. And feel free, Mr. Witness, to interrupt 
at any time and speak up when you want to say “yes,” or “no,” or 
“maybe.” 

Mr. Sourwtne. You were one of five Smith Act defendants whose 
convictions were remanded for retrial as reported by the Daily Worker 
of June 1, 1958, at page 14. 

Mr. Naprrep. That is correct. 

Mr. Sourwtne. You were granted a retrial on order of the Third 
U.S Circuit Court. 

Mr. Naprrep. That is correct. 

Mr. Sourwtne. You were Communist leader of the Fourth Con- 
gressional District of Pennsylvania as reported in the Daily Worker 
of April 13, 1956, at page 5. 

Mr. Nagriep. I decline to answer that question on the same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. That was not a question. This is a statement of 
fact which you are asked to deny or correct if you consider it untrue or 
inaccurate. If you find no untruth or inaccuracy in it you need say 
nothing. 

Senator Hruska. In all fairness to the committee, let us not have it 
appear in the record that because he does not answer that he grants 
the truth of the statement. 

Mr. Carroiu. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Hruska. I think he should indicate he has no comment. 

Mr. Carroti. The indication would be that he declines to comment. 

Senator Hruska. That would be agreeable. 

Mr. Sourwine. That would be correct. 

You were Communist leader of the Fourth Congressional District 
of Pennsylvania as reported in the Daily Worker of April 13, 1956, 
at page 5. 

Mr. Nasrtep. I decline to comment. 
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Mr. Sourwine. You wrote a letter to the Daily Worker regardin 
the fight to free Mrs. Rosalie Ingram, which appeared in the Daily 
Worker of July 12, 1955, at page 4. 

Mr. Nasrrep. No comment. 

Senator Hruska. On the ground you might incriminate yourself? 

Mr. Nasrrep. That is right. 

Senator Hruska. That you might testify against yourself? 

Mr. Nasriep. That is right. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have stated you were a Communist and believed 
in the principles of Marxism-Leninism. You stated this in a speech 
appearing in the Daily Worker of July 8, 1955, at page 6. 

Mr. Nasrrep. Again I decline. 

Mr. Sourwine. Your conviction under the Smith Act was reported 
by the Daily Worker of June 17, 1955, on page 1. 

Mr. Napriep. I do not exactly remember that far back, as to whether 
an article appeared in the Daily Worker or not. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were the author of an article with regard to 
slum clearance which appeared in the Daily Worker of April 17, 
1955, at page 14. 

Mr. Naprreb. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds, 

Mr. Sourwine. You were a member of the Communist National 
Election Campaign Committee, as reported in the Daily Worker of 
July 8, 1954, at page 2 

Mr. Nasriep. I decline to answer. 

Mr. SourwineE (continuing). And the People’s World of July 6, 
1954, at page 2. 

Mr. Naprrep. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Sourwine. Your photograph, with other Smith Act defendants, 
appeared in the People’s World of March 17, 1954, at page 2. 

Mr. Napsriep. I decline to answer that on the same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were the signer of an open letter addressed to 
“All democratic and freedom-loving Pennsylvanians’’, which appeared 
inthe Daily Worker of September 21, 1953, at page 2. 

Mr. Nasriep. I decline to answer that question on the same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were a speaker at Communist Party clubs as 
reported by the Daily Worker of December 3, 1944, at page 6. 

Mr. Nasriep. The same. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were Philadelphia legislative chairman of the 
Communist Party as reported by the Daily Worker of May 15, 1941, 
at page 2. 

Mr. Naprrep. Decline. 

Mr. Sourwinre. You were a member of a committee authorized to 
fill the vacancy of Communist Party candidate, Pennsylvania, in 1940. 

Mr. Napriep. The same answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were a candidate for Congress on the Com- 
munist Party ticket from the third district, Philadelphia, Pa., as re- 
ported in the Daily Worker of October 2, 1940, at page 5. 

Mr. Napriep. Same answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were a candidate for magistrate in Philadelphia 
on the Communist Party ticket in 1939. 

Mr. Napriep. Same answer. 
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Mr. Sourwine. You were alternate candidate for Congress on the 
Communist Party ticket in the third district, Philadelphia, Pa., in 
1938? ‘ 

Mr. Nasriep. Decline to answer that on the same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were a candidate for city controller in Phila- 
delphia on the Communist Party ticket in 1937 as reported by the 
Daily Worker of September 3, 1937, at page 3. 

Mr. Nasriep. I decline to answer that on the same ground. 

Mr. Sourw1neE. You were a teacher in the Workers School in Phila- 
delphia in 1937. 

Mr. Nasrtep. I decline to answer that on the same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were a delegate to the Communist Party na- 
tional convention in New York as reported by the Daily Worker of 
May 24, 1938. 

Mr. Napriep. I decline to answer that on the same ground. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Nabried, I want to point out to you that mem- 
bers of the Communist Party consistently endeavor to perpetuate the 
myth that the Communist Party is only an ordinary political organ- 
ization like the Democratic Party or the Republican Party, and yet 
when members of the Communist Party are asked specifically about 
what is in fact political activity, such as running for office, where 
they stood for office on the Communist Party ticket they consistently 
take the fifth amendment, indicating their feeling, or at least their 
assertion that this running for office, which is the right of every 
American citizen, if done on the Communist Party ticket would 
somehow lead to their incrimination if they admitted it. Now, hav- 
ing pointed this out, I want to ask you again, won’t you answer the 
questions with regard to the offices which you have sought election ? 

Mr. Nasriep. I respectfully decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Sourwine. I have no more questions. 

Senator Hruska. Very well. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Carrot. Senator and Mr. Sourwine, I should like to thank you 
for your courtesy to me in respect to the timing. 

Senator Hruska. We are glad to have been able to accommodate 
you. We hope you are not too late for your other court appearance. 

Mr. Carrot. No, sir; they have agreed to wait. Thank you. 

Senator Hruska. The next witness will be Matthew Snyder. 

The record will show that Matthew Snyder is now in the hearing 
room, accompanied by David Cohen, his counsel, of Philadelphia, Pa. 

Mr. Snyder, will you be sworn, please. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give is the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Snyper. I do. 

Senator Hruska. Thank you, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF MATTHEW SNYDER 


Senator Hruska. Mr. Sourwine, you may proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Snyder, what is your present residence ad- 
dress ? 

Mr. Snyper. 227 Harrison Avenue, Norwood, Pa. 

Mr. Sourwine. How long have you lived at that address? 
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Mr. Snyper. Since 1946. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is your present business address ? 

Mr. Snyper. Westinghouse Electric Corp., Lester, Pa. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are employed by the Westinghouse Electric 
Corp. ? 

Mr. Snyper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. In what capacity ? 

Mr. Snyper. As a milling machine operator. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you connected with a union ? 

Mr. Snyper. I ama member of a union. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is that union ? 

Mr. Snyper. The name of the union is Local 107, the United Elec. 
trical Radio & Machine Workers of America, which is the collective 
bargaining agent in that plant. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you an official of that union in any sense ? 

Mr. SNYDER. Not in the sense that we of the union understand an 
official. I happen to be a member of a committee, an election com- 
mittee, but that does not make me an officer according to our con. 
stitution. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Have you been a shop steward ¢ 

Mr. Snyper. Yes, I heard your question, and the answer is: Yes, 
I have been a shop steward. 

Mr. Sourwine. You were until recently assistant chief steward at 
the Lester plant ? 

Mr. Snyper. May I restate that? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes, please put it correctly. 

Mr. Snyper. All right. The correct answer to that is that I was an 
assistant chief steward in one of the buildings—— 

Mr. Sourwine. I see. 

Mr. Snyper. On one of the shifts, the third shift to be specific, L 
building to be more specific, and as far as time is concerned that was up 
to December 31, 1958. 

Mr. Sourwine. I did not mean to build you up excessively, I did not 
clearly understand what the situation was until you just explained 
it to me. 

What dothey make at that plant? 

Mr. Snyper. Steam turbines primarily. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Snyder, are you a member of the Communist 
Party, U.S.A. ? 

Mr. Snyper. I respectfully decline to answer because in my opinion 
the question violates my rights of free assembly and free association 
under the first amendment of the Constitution, and I furthermore re- 
spectfully decline to answer the question by asserting my privileges 
under the fifth amendment of the Constitution. I understand this 
amendment gives every American the privilege of not testifying 
against himself. 

Senator Hruska. The objection and the refusal to answer on the 
first ground assigned by the witness is overruled. It is sustained, 
howev er, with reference to the second section and the assertion of 
his rights under the fifth amendment of our Federal Constitution. 

Mr. Conen. I wonder, sir, if I may say, if the photographers take 
pictures that they take them, and not take them during the course of 
the questioning. It is disturbing even to me as counsel. 
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Senator Hruska. Very well, we will suspend for a short time so that 
ceremony may be completed, and then we will resume the hearing. 


Off the record. 
ectric (A short recess was taken.) 
Senator Hruska. We will resume. Thank you very much gentle- 
men. ; 
: Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Snyder, how long have you been a member of 


| the UE; that is, the United Electrical Radio & Machine Workers? 
| Mr. Snyper. Ever since I went to work in the plant, which is ap- 
proximately 18 years. 
Mr. SourwineE. Mr. Snyder, do you have any information respecting 


Elec. Communist leadership in that union ? 

ctive | Mr. Snyper. Sir, would you mind clarifying that question? It 
seems a bit vague. You know, a union has a lot of leaders and all 
kinds of levels, and so forth. 

d an Mr. Sourwine. There is nothing vague about it, but I will put it 

com- } this way : Do you know fellow members of this union who are known 

con- to you to be members of the Communist Party, U.S.A. ? 


Mr. Snyper. I respectfully decline to answer on the two grounds I 
gave before, if that is all right, without having to repeat it. 


Yes, | Senator Hruska. The same ruling will be given. 
You may indicate, Mr. Witness, hereafter, “Same objection.” If 
d at you say, “Same objection,” the Chair will say, “Same ruling” or just 


omit the “same ruling.” It will be stipulated into the record that if 


you say “Same objection,” it will refer to the objection you read a 
little bit ago, and it will be understood from the record that even in 
the absence of the utterance of those words by the chairman that there 
will be inserted at that point, “Same ruling.” It will save time and 
be less distracting. 


San 


e, L Mr. Conen. Very good, sir. 
$ up Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Snyder, I put it to you as a fact and ask you to 
| deny it if you feel it is not so, that you do know as fellow Commu- 
not nists, persons who are among the leaders and officers of the UE. 
ined Mr. Snyper. Same objection. 
Senator Hruska. There is not any question. The idea was to cor- 
rect or to deny. 
| May I suggest, Mr. Witness, and your counsel, that if you wish, 
nist | you may say, “No comment for the same reasons as previously ex- 
pressed.” 
ion Will that be agreeable, Mr. Counsel ? 
‘lon Mr. Conen. 1 would prefer if the witness were permitted to treat 
re- this comment as a question, because although, to the counsel asking, 
0S he believes he is stating a fact, I believe he is in fact raising a question 
this with the witness, that question being, “Is this true which I have read 2?” 
ing Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, the witness is being given a chance 


to deny these. Counsel is not testifying, and it is not for counsel to 
the deny. 
ed, | I think, however, it makes little difference. The witness is given an 


of | opportunity to deny or correct; if he does not wish to do so, as long 
| as he signifies his desire not to do so, it does not matter very much 
uke | what words he uses. 


of Senator Hruska. No, but I would not want the record, in fair- 
ness to the witness, to stand that his not answering the observation 
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of the subcommittee counsel would be construed against him, | 
do not think that should be done. It really is not a question, Mp 
Y . . . . . = = ° 
Counsel. He is asked to deny if it is incorrect and to correct it jf | 


it is stated inaccurately. There is no question, you see. s 
Mr. Conen. Well, sir, respectfully I must state that in my opin. ) 
ion, which may be wrong—being a neophyte, at the bar only some93 | ~— wh 
years, and therefore I may not understand questions—in my opinion int 
the comment and the statement by subcommittee counsel is in fact not 
in the form of a question which he is addressing to the witness jp | } 
the line of “Do you say that this is true,” or “Do you say that this jg ‘ 
inaccurate.” And it would appear to me to accomplish the same an 
purpose, as Mr. Sourwine indicated, but that the witness ought to ] 
have the right to assert the comment that he feels is most appropriate bee 
Senator Hruska. It was the chairman’s effort to be helpful to the | me 
witness. However, the witness’ destinies are in the hands of his coun. | 
sel, and you can make any kind of record you wish, Mr. Counsel, on | 
behalf of your client, and your wishes will be respected. Nae | 
Mr. Cowen. Very good, sir. Wi 
Senator Hruska. Now, you may proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 
Mr. Sourwine. Do you know a man named Emspak ? ex 
Mr. Conen. May we havea moment, sir ? lo 
Senator Hruska. Of course. 
Mr. Snyper. Your question was, do I know Mr. Emspak. Is that 
correct ? 
Mr. Sourwine. [asked you if you know a man named Emspak. 
Mr. Snyper. I have heard Mr. Emspak speak at meetings of the 
local. lo 
Mr. Sourwine. Do you have any information as to whether Mr, 
Emspak is a member of the Communist Party, U.S.A.? of 
Mr. Snyper. No, sir, I do not have any information along those 
lines. a 
Mr. Sourwine. Do you know a man named Matles? 
Mr. Snyper. I have heard Mr. Matles speaking at union meetings. t] 
I have stood around while he spoke to people informally in groups 
after meetings. I may have shook his hand or said, “Hello” to him, 0 


but that is the extent of my knowledge of Mr. Matles, personally. 
Mr. Sourwtne. Do you have any information as to whether Mr. 
Matles is a member of the Communist Party, U.S.A. ? v 
Mr. Snyper. I have no such information, sir. 
Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever attended meetings of the Communist 


faction of your union? ; :: 
Mr. Snyper. The same objection that I raised previously will be 
the answer to this one. | 


Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Snyder, will you tell us who recruited you into 
the Communist Party, U.S.A.? 
Mr. Snyper. The same objection that was made previously. 
Senator Hruska. Mr. Snyder, a little while ago you testified that 
you were present at meetings where Mr. Emspak and Mr. Matles 
spoke; that is, meetings of the local. : am 
Mr. Snyper. Yes, sir. 
Senator Hruska. How many times did you hear them speak? 
Mr. Snyper. That is a rather rough question. Let’s start with 
Emspak. 
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Senator Hruska. About how many times? 

Mr. Snyper. Let’s start with Emspak. I do not think I have heard 
him more than about two times. 

Senator Hruska. When was that in regard to Emspak? 

Mr. Snyper. Oh, I do not know—maybe about a year or two ago 
when he came down to the local, and I might have heard him one time 
inthe past. I do not remember very much Emspak coming. He does 
not come to our local very much. 

Mr. Matles I have heard more. 

Senator Hruska. How often do you suppose you have heard him, 
and about when ? 

Mr. Snyper. Well, I do not know. I cannot recall. He has not 
been around for the last couple of years, speaking at our membership 
meetings. 

Senator Hruska. Has he been at any special meetings? 

Mr. Snyper. Not that I remember, in a recent period. 

Senator Hruska. What connection have they with the local or 
with the union itself? 

Mr. Snyper. Well, they are national officers. I won’t give you their 
exact title, and so forth; I will just tell you as an ordinary member 
looks at it—they are national officers. 

Senator Hruska. Both of them are national officers? 

Mr. Snyper. Yes. 

Senator Hruska. Where do they have their offices; do you know? 

Mr. Snyper. Up in New York. 

Senator Hruska. What was the occasion for their speaking at the 
local? What——— 

Mr. Snyper. That, I do not remember. It could have been any one 
of a dozen things—that they were around. 

Senator Hruska. Was it during the time when a strike was had or 
astrike was being considered ; do you recall ? 

Mr. Snyper. Well, no—I do recall Mr. Matles was around during 
the strike—spoke once or twice at membership meetings. 

Senator Hruska. And did you hear either of these men, Emspak 
or Matles, speak at meetings other than meetings of your local? 

Mr. Snyper. No; I have never heard them in any other meeting. 

Senator Hruska. Were you present at any other meeting where they 
were present—or either of them ? 

Mr. Snyper. I do not recall any such meeting. 

Mr. Sourwine. What positions, Mr. Snyder, have you held in the 
Communist Party, U.S.A. ? 

Mr. Snyper. I respectfully have to use the two objections I used 
before. I will take the two objections. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. What party positions do you now hold? 

Mr. Snyper. Same objections. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

_ Mr. Sourwrxe. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to deny it if it 
isuntrue that you are at the present time a member of the Philadelphia 
District Committee of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Snyper. Same objections. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Snyder, do you know Eugene Dennis? 

48008—59—pt. 16 
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Mr. Snyper. Same objections. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Irving Potash ? 

Mr. SNYDER. I never recall having met the gentleman. I know 
of him; heard of him; read of him. 

Senator Hruska. Have you read or heard about Eugene Dennis? 

Mr. Snyper. Yes. Hisname was in the paper yesterday. 

Senator Hruska. Had you known about him before yesterday when 
you read the a er? Had you read about him or known about 
him before you read the paper yester day? 

Mr. Snyper. Yes; it has been in the paper throughout the years, 

Senator Hruska. And did you know about him in any other way 
besides reading about him in the newspaper ? 

Mr. Snyper. I will have to make the same objection, now, as before, 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you say, Mr. Snyder, that you do not know 
Irving Potash in the sense of ‘havi ing been introduced to him, being a 
friend of his, being an associate of his, or anything of that sort? 

Mr. Snyper. That is correct; I know I have never spoken to him 
and I do not remember ever seeing him anywhere. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Has Mr. Potash ever been in your home in Nor. 
wood ¢ 

Mr. Snyper. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Has Mr. Dennis ever been in your home in Nor- 
wood ? 

Mr. Snyver. I will make the same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know "Thomas Nabried ? 

Mr. Snyper. I will have to make the same objections. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Weren’t you here and saw him testify ? 

Senator Hruska. This morning. 

Mr. Snyper. Did I see him testify here today? Yes, I saw him 
testify here today. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know that man who testified here today! 

Mr. Snyper. I will make the same objection. 

Senator Hruska.Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Snyder, was Mr. Nabried ever in your home in 
Norwood ? 

Mr. Snyper. I will have to make the same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. I will put it “to you as a fact and ask you to deny 
it if it is untrue, th: at, secret meetings of Communists and Communist 
leaders have been held in your home in Norwood. 

Mr. Snyper. I will have to make the same objections. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Isn’t it true that one such meeting was held in your 
home on September 6, 1959? 

Mr. Snyper. I will have to make the same objections. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Daniel Rubin % 

Mr. Snyper. I will have to make the same objections. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
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Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Sorge Davis? 

Mr. Snyper. I will make the same objections. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Abraham Sokoloff ? 

Mr. Snyper. Same objections. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know William Crawford? 

Mr. Snyper. Same objections. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. I put it to you as a fact, Mr. Snyder, and ask you 
to deny it if it is not true, that you do know these named persons, 
beginning with Rubin and ending with Crawford, and that they, 
together with yourself and Thomas Nabried, are members of the 
District Committee of the Communist Party of Philadelphia. 

Mr. Snyper. Same objections. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Snyder, did you attend a meeting at the Essex 
Hotel in Philadelphia on October 10 of this year to celebrate the 40th 
anniversary of the Communist Party U.S.A. ? 

Mr. Snyper. Same objections, sir. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwi1ne. Do you know Helen Sobel 

Mr. Snyper. Same objections. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Snyder, have you ever been on the third floor 
at the China Village Restaurant, 917 Race Street, Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Snyper. I will assert my privilege. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to deny it if 
it is untrue that you were there on May 8, 1959, at a closed meeting 
of the Communist Party, at which Eugene Dennis was the principal 
speaker. 

Mr. Snyper. You put it as a fact and I am supposed to answer it— 
excuse me, did I interrupt you? 

Mr. Sourwine. I am giving you an opportunity to deny this if you 
feel that it is not 

Mr. Snyper. I will assert the privilege at this point. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. I will show you, Mr. Snyder, a copy of a document 
entitled “Administrative Committee Draft on Convention Prepara- 
tions.” The original document, of which this was a copy was used at 
top-level Communist meetings in Philadelphia, i 10 to 13 of 
this year, outlining the strategy and tactics for the next national con- 
vention of the Communist Party to be held in December of this year. 
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I ask you to examine this document, and I want to know if you recog- 
nize the substance of the document. 

Mr. Conen. If we may have a few moments, sir, to look at the 
document ? 

Mr. Sourwine. Of course. 

Senator Hruska. And the record will indicate the time was granted 
for counsel and the witness to inspect the document preparatory to 
answering the question. 

Mr. Sou RWINE. You have completed your examination of the 
document ¢ 

Mr. Snyper. Yes, sir; I will assert the privilege in relation to this 
document. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you, Mr. Snyder, play any part in the prepara- 
tion of the or iginal document, of which this is a copy ? 

Mr. Snyper. Same answer. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you play any part in the distribution of that 
original document or copies of it ? 

Mr. Snyper. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you the same Matthew Snyder who was born 
in Philadelphia, March 12, 1905? 

Mr. Snyper. I believe I am. 

Mr. Sourwine. Your parents were born in Russia? 

Mr. Snyper. I believe one was born in Poland and one was born in 
Latvia. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever seek access to classified work in re- 
stricted areas under the supervision or control of the US. 
Government ? 

Mr. Snyper. I assert the same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to deny it if 
it is untrue that you did seek this access and that in 1949 the Army- 
Navy-Air Force denied you such access. 

Mr. Snyper. I will assert the privilege. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Have you stated, Mr. Synder, that the Soviet form 
of government is the ideal form of government and that this country 
would be better off under the Soviet form of government ? 

Mr. Snyper. I assert the privilege. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Snyder, do you know Carl Reeve? 

Mr. Snyner. I will assert the privilege. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to deny it if 
you consider it to be untrue that you do know Carl Reeve, that you 
know him as Communist organizer for Delaware County, Pa., and 
that Mr. Reeve has frequently attended meetings in your home. 

Mr. Snyper. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwrinet. Mr. C hairman, I have no further questions of this 
witness. 
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Senator Hruska. Very well, the witness will be dismissed. 

The committee will take a short recess. 

(A short recess was taken.) 

Senator Hruska. The subcommittee will come to order. 

The next witness is Daniel Rubin. Will you step forward, please? 

The record will show Daniel Rubin is now in the hearing room, 
accompanied ky his counsel, A. Harry Levitan, of Philadelphia. 

Mr. Levrran. Yes, sir. 

Senator Hruska. "Mr. Rubin, will you please stand and be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you are about to 
give W vill be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing ‘but the truth, so 
help you God ? 

Mr. Rupr. I do. 


Senaor Hruska. Thank you. 


TESTIMONY OF DANIEL RUBIN 


Mr. Leviran. Mr. Chairman, we would prefer, if the photographers 
desire to take pictures, that they be given time—— 

Senator Hruska. Very well, the press will be 
moments to perform what activity they want to. 

(Photographs were taken. ) 

Senator Hruska. Thank you, gentlemen. 

Mr. Sourwine, you may proceed, please. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Rubin, what is your present residence address? 

Mr. Rupin. May I respect fully submit that I gave that informa- 
tion in answers to other questions in the executive session, and it seems 
tome it will only do harm unnecessarily through bad publicity for my 
neighbors. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Witness, the Chair will be the judge of 
whether or not a question is proper or desirable. If you wish to 
interpose a formal objection on some specified ground you may do so. 

The Chair rules that the objection which you have voiced is over- 
ruled and will ask you to answer. 

Mr. Rupsriy. My address is 3425 Powelton Avenue, Philadelphia. 

Senator Hruska. Let the record show that yesterday we extended 
to this witness, as we do to all witnesses appearing before this com- 
mittee, the courtesy and the protection of an executive hearing. We 
do that, not only out of consideration for them, but also out of con- 
sideration for any persons who might be named by them, and the 
course of the testimony might be such that irreparable harm would 
be done to individuals if we did not have this siphoning process. 
However, that executive hearing is totally separate and apart from 
the public hearing in which we are about to engage at the present 
time. 

I might also say that that rule and that practice and procedure 
has been used by this committee since its inc — some 9 years ago, 
and by its predecessor, the Immigration and Naturalization Commit- 
tee, when that latter committee pursued similar activities as those in 
which this subcommittee now engages. So it is not something new, it 
is not something novel, it is a time-tested and approved procedure. 

Mr. Sourwine, will you proceed, please ? 


Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Rubin, are you a member of the Communist 
Party U.S.A. ? 


granted a few 
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Mr. Ruin. L refuse to answer that question on the grounds that 
I believe it is an invasion of my rights, political beliefs, associations, 
and so on under the first amendment, and I also refuse to answer that 
because my understanding of the fifth amendment i is that the founders 

of the Constitution put that amendment in in order to protect the 
innocent as well as the guilty, and it seems to me that they had in 
mind situations in whic hi the witness would not have a fair chance to 
bring out all information. And with that understanding of the fifth 
amendment, I answer that I further refuse to answer on the grounds 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Hruska. The Chair will overrule the objections made based 
on the first amendment. He will sustain, however, the op lectiens 
made on the basis of the fifth amendment and the part thereof relative 
to self-incrimination or testifying against one’s self. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you understand, Mr. Rubin, that your privilege 
under the fifth amendment is to decline to answer any question when 
you honestly believe that a truthful answer to that question would 
tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Rustin. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. And you will only claim your fifth amendment 
privilege under such circumstances? 

Mr. Rusty. That is correct. 

Mr. Sourwrne. In other words, you claim it only in good faith! 

Mr. Rupr. That is correct. Yes, that is true. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I am sure your declination will be recognized by 
the Chair in that light. 

Mr. Rubin, will you tell us the positions you have held, if any, and 
the position you now hold, if any, in the Communist Party U.S.A! 

Mr. Rupsry. Same objections. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Levrran. For the same reason. 

Senator Hruska. Let the record show at this time, if it is agreeable, 
Mr. Counsel, that. by stipulation, when “the same objection” is uttered 
by the witness it refers to the objection he made a little while ago, and 
whether the Chair says or not “the same ruling,” it will be understood 
that will be in the record. 

Mr. Levrran. That may beso stipulated, sir. 

Senator Hruska. Thank you. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Rubin, what is your business address ? 

Mr. Rusrn. Sir, I would like to suggest that in executive session 
that I understood you agreed you w ould not ask that publicly because 
of the damage it might unnecessarily do to my employer, and I gave 
you that information which you have in the record for any factfinding 
you may think is pertinent to this. 

Senator Hruska. Well, now, the witness is imposing a little bit on 
the record as it happened yesterday. There was no agreement, Mr. 
Witness. 

Mr. Rustin. That was my understanding of the situation. 

Senator Hruska. I am sorry, because the record will show that Mr. 
Sourwine indicated that if this question is repeated today you havea 
chance to make your objection if you wish, but there was no agreement 
that you would not be asked this question again. 

Mr. Sourwtne. May I speak to this objection, Mr. Chairman? 
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As the Chair knows, this committee is seeking information respect- 
ing Communist activity as a basis for possible legislation or deter- 
mination of the need for legislation. We are dealing here with a 
witness, who, the committee has reason to believ e, has been active for 
a long time in the Communist Party, as a member of the party. When 
we are dealing with a member of the Communist Party, who is by 
definition a conspirator, it is not sufficient that the committee look at 
his activities for a particul: ir hour of a particular day, or during a 
particular per iod, and close its mind, or close the door, to the other 
facts. We have to try to get all the facts. The employment record 
and the activities of a C ommunist outside of his period of employ- 
ment are of importance because it is a well-known fact that a Com- 
munist is not just a Communist an hour a day, he is a Communist all 
the time. I think it is pertinent for this record to determine the 
activities and the business and other connections of the witness, and | 
should like to be permitted to ask questions along this line. 

Mr. Rusry. But I told you yesterday ex xactly_ how I make a living 
and what work I do, and ‘it seems to me that the only thing this can 
dois to hurt the employer unnecessarily. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, there will be additional questions 
about the activ ities of this witness in connection with his employment, 
in connection with prior employment, and in connection with his 
education. As a necessary foundation for those questions we first 
have to put in the record where he was and what he was doing. 

Mr. Rupr. I again request that you do not ask me about the name 
of the employer. 

Senator Hruska. Now, Mr. Rubin 

Mr. Rusry. You have that information in the record already. 

Senator Hruska (continuing). There will be additional questions 
as to your prior employment, your education 

Mr. Rusin. That is in the record, isn’t it? I have answered those 
questions. 

Senator Hruska. Well for the time being we will hold in abeyance 
the answer to this question, that is, the ruling as to the objection to 
this one question. 

Mr. Rusin. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Counsel, may I suggest a question as to the 
nature of the work in which he is engaged ? 

Mr. Sourwine. If the Chair will permit, let me start at the other end 
and we will go back and begin with the time the witness was a student 
at Swarthmore. 

Senator Hruska. Maybe by postponing the problem we will have 
further light to make a decision at a later time. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are a graduate of Swarthmore, are you not? 

Mr. Rusrn. Yes; I am. 

Mr. Sourwine. When did you graduate from that college ? 

Mr. Rusty. I believe it was in June of 1953. 

Mr. Sourwine. While you were at Swarthmore did you engage in 
Communist — ity ? 

Mr. Rusrn. I refuse to answer that question for the same two objec- 
tions I gave before. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
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Mr. Sourwrne. Were you ever a member of Communist Youth 
Movement ? 

Mr. Rupr. I refuse to answer that question for the same two rea- 
sons I gave before. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you a member of the Communist Party 
U.S.A., at the time you were at Swarthmore? ' 

Mr. Rusty. I refuse to answer that question for the same two objec- 
tions that I raised before and the reasons. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. When you left Swarthmore did you secure employ- 
ment in order to make a living ? 

Mr. Rusty. I went to continue my education and I worked part 
time. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where did you go to continue your education ? 

Mr. Rusin. The University of Pennsylvania Law School. 

Mr. Sourwine. How long did you attend that university ? 

Mr. Rusty. I graduated from there, I believe it was, February 1958, 

Mr. Sourwine. How many different years did you attend the Uni- 
versity of Pennsylvania? 

Mr. Rusty. I am not quite sure of the question, but I will answer 
what I understand of it this way. I went there for a 3-year course of 
law. After a year and a half I was out of school with illness and I 
was in a tuberculosis sanitarium. 

Mr. Sourwine. When did you first attend the University of Penn- 
sylvania ? 

Mr. Rusty. September 1953. 

Mr. Sourwine. That was how many years after you left Swarth- 
more ¢ 

Mr. Rustin. It isthe same year. 

Mr. Sourwine. That was the same year that you left Swarthmore! 
You ment immediately to the University of Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. Rusin. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. You attended there fora year and a half? 

Mr. Rupsin. The University of Pennsylvania Law School? 

Mr. SourwIne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ruprn. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. And then you were forced out by illness? 

Mr. Rustin. That is right. 

Mr. Sourwine. And when did you return to the University of 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. Rusty. I am just trying to figure out the dates. That was 
after my illness I returned to school, in September of 1956, I believe. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where were you hospitalized in the meantime! 

Mr. Rusty. I am perfectly willing to answer that question as far 
as I am concerned, but again I think it will do unnecessary damage 
to the institution that I was at because of the adverse publicity. 

Senator Hruska. Why, Mr. Rubin, it is the mission of a hospital 
to treat ill people. 

Mr. Rusty. All right, I will give it to you. It was Eagleville 
Sanitarium. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I do not know, Mr. Chairman, of any medical in- 
stitution in this country that denies admission or treatment to a per- 
son because he is a Communist. 
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Senator Hruska. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Rustin. I was not suggesting that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Rubin, while you were at the Eagleville Sani- 
tarium did you engage in any Communist activ ity ? 

Mr. Rusrn. I refuse to answer that question for the same two reasons 
that I gave before. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. SourwineE. While you were at the University of Pennsylvania 
Law School, did you engage in Communist activity ? 

Mr. Rusin. I refuse to answer that question for the same two reasons 
I gave before. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. SourwineE. Were you at that time a member of the Communist 
Party, U.S.A. ? 

Mr. Rupr. I refuse to answer that question for the same two reasons 
I gave before. And let me also say that I do not advocate over- 
throwing the Government by force or violence, nor do I intend to so 
advocate. 

Senator Hruska. Do you advocate or do you favor the conspiracy 
orthe objective of the conspirac y of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Rupr. I am opposed to the overthrow of the Government by 
force and violence. 

Senator Hruska. Will you respond to the question, please ? 

Mr. Rusry. I am having trouble understanding the nature of the 
question. 

Senator Hruska. The Supreme Court has defined and described the 
Communist Party, not as a true political party, but as a conspiracy 
against the United States of America and the people of the United 
States. It isa conspiracy to effect a change in our Government by 
illegal means and by improper unconstitutional means. 

Now then, to the extent that that is true, are you in favor of the 
conspiracy which is embraced in the Communist Party and its activi- 
ties ? 

Mr. Runt. If that is what the Communist Party in fact adheres 
to, then I am opposed to it, and I further refuse, on the grounds that 
I gave before, to go into the question. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Well, now, what is your understanding of the Communist Party’s 
objective and its goals and its procedure ? 

Mr. Ruin. I refuse to answer that question for the same two reasons 
I gave before. 

‘Senator HrusKa. The record will show, of course, that the witness 
has started to expound on his political beliefs and so on, and now 
when he is pressed for an answer in a very vital area, he refuses to 
answer, which is his privilege and he may do so. Same ruling as 
before on the first and fifth amendments. 

You may proceed, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Rubin, we will go back to the previous ques- 
tion, when you said you went on after you left Swarthmore and started 


to get a legal education and also worked part time. Where did you 
work part time? 
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Mr. Rusry. I gave you that information yesterday. It is in the 
record as a matter of fact, and it seems to me we will only do 
harm 

Mr. Sourwine. There was nothing in the record yesterday which 
specifically connects with the answer you gave about working part 
time after you got out of Sw arthmore. I want this particular con- 
nection in the record. 

Mr. Rusty. I gave information yesterday on my work record all] 
the way back past that, and it seems to me it will only harm people 
unnecessarily through adverse publicity, and I request respectfully 
that you do not press me for an answer. 

Senator Hruska. Well now, I suppose a ruling will be called for at 
this time. You indicated if we held up the necessity for your answer- 
ing as to your present employment you would answer other questions as 
to” previous employment. Now counsel here has explained that we 
cannot take—if one is engaged in Communist activity, we cannot take 
the career of that man from the time he enters a building, i in which 
meetings are held, and consider his activity there and then dismiss 
him from our minds when he leaves that meeting hall. We have to 
have the whole scope of his activities and how he ‘behaves in the com- 
munity, and where he is in the community and the whole works if we 
expect to make any sense out of this picture. Now unless you have 
some 

Mr. Rusin. My understanding of the purpose of these sessions is 
to investigate alleged Communist activities, and I do not understand 
the pertinency of this question with respect to my employer, how it 
relates to that general purpose. It seems to me that it can only give 
publicity to people that will be adverse to them and harm them. 

Senator Hruska. That may be an incident of it, Mr. Witness, but 
for goodness sake, when we consider the nec essity for legislation, and 
that is the broad purpose of this committee’s mission, we have to know 
what kind of creature we are dealing with, what kind of people we 
are dealing with, what kind of an organization we are dealing with 
and how do they function. Now, they have to function by being 
members of a community, and it is with their spheres of influence of 
that we are concerned. It is with their activity elsewhere and so 
on that we are concerned with. We have to have that information 
and while—— 

Mr. Ruin. But I gave you that information. 

Senator Hruska. And while it may seem to the witness that as an 
incident of the answer he or someone else may be embarrassed, or 
that he considers it not desirable, after all, the committee is the judg e 
of what is necessary and desirable for disc charging its duties as defined 
in the resolution of authority with which it is vested at the hands of 
the U.S. Senate. 

Mr. Rusry. But that information is already in the record, and the 
difference between its being private and public I do not understand. 
If you want to ask me 

Senator Hruska. The witness has already been informed that the 
record yesterday was for a totally different purpose than the record 
today. 

Mr. Rupr. But you have the answers already. 

Senator Hruska. Sir? 
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Mr. Rusty. You have the answers already. If you ask me ques- 
tions about Communist activities which are related to the purpose of 
the hearings 

Senator Hruska. Have you any further statement, or has your 
counsel any statement ? The Chair is about to rule. 

Mr. Leviran. May the chairman please, it was pointed out at execu- 
tive session yesterday with reference to the manner in which my client 
made his living, that he answered those and answ ered those questions 
in full. Therefore, the knowledge of the answer is within the un- 
derstanding and knowledge of the committee. It is my client’s posi- 
tion—it was my client’s position then, that since, as he stated to the 
committee, his ‘employ ment, that is, the method by which he gained 
income, had to do with employ ment by private companies or private 
individuals, that while he felt that that might unnecessarily injure 
these entirely innocent people, upon the insistence of the committee 
and of the chairman of the committee he answered those questions. 
But since those questions, as I think is well known to the chairman 
of this committee and to its counsel, do not relate to the question of 
present- -day activity of the Communist Party in this area, but relate 
only to how he made a living, and he answer those questions, my 
client respectfully renews his request that these questions not be 
asked because of the possibility that they will do damage to either 
his former employer or his former employee company, particul: arly 
in view of the fact, since as is well known to the chairman of this 
committee, that oaelaynielh was not related in any way to the 
Communist Party. 

Senator Hruska. That we are not prepared to say. That we are 
not prepared to say, nor will the committee take that position. 

Mr. Sourwine. The witness might testify to that if he wishes to. 

Senator Hruska. That we are not prepared to say. And of course 
if that ground is allowed here the very proceeding of calling this 
man before the committee at all is embarrassing. 

Mr. Leviran. But the committee knows the answer, sir, it was told 
to you yesterday. 

Senator Hruska. He told us a lot of other things. 

Mr. Leviran. Why must it be publicized? But I respectfully re- 
quest the Chair to rule as to these other things. We are directing our 
attention only to the method by which he made his employ ment, his 
income, his living. He told you the name of his employer and 
employers. 

Senator Hruska. It would be the Chair’s position we would be 
establishing a dangerous precedent if we allowed the witness to choose 
what he wanted to » testify about. 

Mr. Leviran. We asked you to exercise your discretion in this 
matter. 

Senator Hruska. I am fully aware of that. 

Mr. Levitan. We are not choosing, we suggest to you. 

Senator Hruska. And I am drawing now from experience on this 
subcommittee, over a number of years, ‘and the precedents of the com- 
mittee over a space of 9 years, and we are willing to go along as much 
as We can but we cannot go along to an extent “which would i impair 
the effectiveness of our inquiry, and would not propose to do so. 

Mr. Rusin. We do not suggest that you do so, sir. 
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Mr. Levrran. Any questions having to do with his activity with 
the Communist Party, or whether or not this employ ment had an 
relationship, has any relationship, to the purpose of this inquiry— 

Senator Hruska. That is precisely the problem, what we are seach. 
ing for, Mr. Counsel. We reach a certain point when he is asked 
about Communist activity and he takes the fifth. Now, if he wants 
to take the fifth about other things he can, but it will be a little fay. 
fetched if he expects to use the fifth amendment in good faith to say 
that he does not want to disclose where he had worked. And we want 
to search to find out if there is any connection with his making a living, 
where he made it, how and what relationship there may have been, 
if what activity there may have been during that period of time 
related to his Communist activity. 

Mr. Leviran. But he did not use his fifth amendment 1 in answering 
these questions before your committee yesterday in executive session, 

Senator Hrusxa. I appreciate it. Has counsel anything further 
to say on that? 

Mr. Sourwine. Counsel has expressed his views. 

Senator Hruska. The Chair is constrained to rule he is going to 
request and direct the witness to answer the question. 

Mr. Rusin. What is the present question ? 

Mr. Sourwine. The question is, What was the part time employ- 
ment which you undertook after you left Swarthmore ? 

Mr. Ruprin. I worked in a law office for my father, Hyman Rubin. 

Mr. SourwiIne. Ww hile you were working there did you engage in 
Communist activity ? 

Mr. Rupr. I refuse to answer that question for the same two 
reasons. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Rusry. One moment, please. 

Let me complete what I was beginning to say in my answer to that 
question. I refuse to answer it on the same two grounds as before, 
but I wish to state that that employment had no connection whatso- 
ever with Communist Party activity. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever use the telephone in that place of 
employment for Communist activity or for the purposes of your 
activity on behalf of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Rusry. I have no recollection of so doing. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever meet at that place of employment with 
persons known to you to be members of the Conmeeniiat Party? 

Mr. Rusu. I have no recollection of so doing. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever use the ty pewriter at that place of 
employment for the purpose of typing anything for the use of or in 
connection with the work of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Rupr. I have no recollection of so doing. 

Mr. Sourwine. During the period that you were employed part 
time in your father’s law office after you left Swarthmore, were you 
also receiving any compensation from the Communist Party for work 
done for that party ? 

Mr. Rusty. I refuse to answer that question for the same two rea- 
sons that I gave before. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Now, after you left the University of Pennsylvania 
did you secure full-time employment ? : - 

Mr. Rusrn. I continued my employment as before. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever been employed anywhere except in 
your father’s law office ? 

Mr. Rustin. Pardon ? 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever been employed anywhere except in 
your father’s law office ? 

Mr. Rusrn. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Sourwine. When I asked you the question whether after you 
left the University of Pennsylvania Law School you secured other 
employment, vour answer that you had continued your employment 
as before would seem to indicate, or to desire to convey the impres- 
sion, that you did not after leaving the University of Pennsylvania 
secure full-time employment anywhere. Is this true? ; 

Mr. Rus. If you are asking about the entire period after leav- 
ing—— 

Mr. Sourwine. That is right. 

Mr. Rusty. Law school, first of all there was a period of full em- 
ployment for my father. And I did not mean to convey the impres- 
sion that the entire period during law school, for instance, summers, 
did not include full-time employment for my father. In addition to 
employment of that kind for my father I have, later, worked for other 
companies. 

Mr. Sourwine. What was your first employment other than for 
your father after you left law school ? 

Mr. Rustin. I again would like to suggest that we are only going 
to bring in an additional name that I already mentioned in private, 
that is in the record, that will only harm that company, and I will 
state again that it has no connection with, as far as I know, that com- 
pany has no connection with the Communist Party activities. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, there is nothing in the executive 
record which identifies the first employment this witness had after he 
left law school, other than being employed by his father. 

I ask that he be ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Rusrn. I told you the entire work record before, yesterday. 

Senator Hruska. It is the chairman’s recollection that you gave 
us, in executive session: 

Mr. Rustin. We went backward yesterday. 

Senator Hruska. The name of the company that did employ you, 
but you did not identify the type of company nor the type of work 
in which you engaged. 

Without ruling specifically on the witness answering as to the name 
of the employer, will you first give us the nature, the type of com- 
pany, and the type of business in which it is engaged, and your duties 
performed there. 

Mr. Leviran. With reference to what period, sir? 

Senator Hruska. After he got out of law school—— 

Mr. Leviran. After this employment that has already been 
described ? 

Mr. Sourwine. We are asking now about. the first employment 
which he had, other than with his father, after he left law school. 

Mr. Leviran. Very well. 
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Rustin. I was an apprentice tool and diemaker. 
Sourwine. For what company ? 
Leviran. We renew respectfully our objection. This answer 


is already in the record of the executive session. 


Senator Hruska. Well, we get 


Mr. 





Leviran. And the work my client has said, the actual work 


my client has stated, has no connection with the C ommunist Party, 
Senator Hruska. How are we to know that, Mr. Counsel ? 


Mr. 


Leviran. By his statement, sir. 


Senator Hruska. We had a statement this morning, and we haye 
had innumerable statements from witnesses who were also tool and 
die workers and apprentices therefor, from whom we have had—ip 
fact, they have been convicted of Communist activities, working j in 
such places, and used that position as either an officer or committee 
member of a union, or in a shop, as a base of operations for Com. 
munist activities. So how are we to know? 


Mr 


. Leviran. Because he has so stated under oath, sir. 


Senator Hruska. So did these others; and yet they were convicted, 


Mr. 


Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, may counsel interpose an objection? 


Senator Hruska. Surely. 


Mr. 


Sourwine. Counsel for the witness has no right to testify for 


the witness or to testify as to what the witness has said. 
Senator Hruska. He responded to questions from the Chair, Mr. 
Counsel. 


Mr. 


Sourwine. Iam sorry, Mr. Chairman. 


Senator Hruska. I am constrained to rule that we had better have 
the name of the company and the activity. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Rusty. Progress Manufacturing Co. 

Sourwine. In Philadelphia? 

Rusin. In Philadelphia. 

Sourwine. While you were employed there, did you on the 


premises of that company meet with persons known to you to be 
members of the Communist Party ? 


Mr 


. Rusty. I do not recollect having done so. 
Mr. 


Sourwine. While you were employ ed there, were you a member 


of Communist Party U.S.A. ? 


Mr. 


Rusrn. I refuse to answer that question for the same two 


reasons that I stated before. 
Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 


Mr. 


Mr 


Sourwine. How long were you employed there ? 


. Rupr. Approximately 4 months. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Sourwine. Ending when ? 

Rusty. In the middle or toward the end of July. 

Sourwine. Did you leave that employment voluntarily ? 
Rustin. I was laid off. 

Sourwine. That was July of this year ? 

Rupsrn. Yes. 

oe Did you thereafter secure employment elsewhere! 
Rusty. I did. I worked 2 days—same kind of work. 
Sourwine. And thereafter did you secure other employment! 
Rustin. Yes, I did. 

Sourwine. When? 

Rupsrn. In about the middle of October. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Of this year? 

Mr. Ruein. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you still employed at the same place where 
you went to work the middle of October ? 

“ Mr. Rustin. Yes. 

Mr. Sou RWINE. Have you been, during the period of this employ- 
ment since the middle of ‘October, a member of the Communist Party 
U.S.A ? 

Mr. Rusin. I refuse to answer that question for the same two 
reasons. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is the nature of the work you are now doing? 

Mr. Rus. I am aclerk.. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you presently a member of the bar ? 

Mr. Rusty. Yes, I am a member of the bar. I was asked in court. 
when I was sworn in, to affirm that I would uphold the Constitution, 
the laws of the United States and the State of Pennsylvania, and I 
hereby reaffirm that oath definitely. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever practiced law ? 

Mr. Rusty. I have never handled a case for remuneration—I am 
not practicing. 

Mr. Sourwtne. This seems to be the kind of an answer that would 
indicate that it is giving the information that the witness desires to 
give, but perhaps not the whole information that was called for by 
the question, and so—— 

Mr. Rustin. I did not have that intention at all. 

Mr. SourwINe. Yes. If you did not so intend, are you in a posi- 
tion to answer “no” to the question as to whether you ever practiced 
law ? 

Mr. Rusin. The problem is, What is “practice”? In my opinion, 

“practice” means opening up an office, clients, preparing papers to file, 
receiving remuneration for this. I have not practiced in any of the 
senses 

Mr. Sourwine. Put it in this text; have you ever done work of a 
legal nature for which you received remuneration ? 

Mr. Rustin. No, I[havenot. I stated that ae: 

Mr. Sourwi1ne. When were you admitted to the bar? 

Mr. Rusrn. Not since—well, on that, of course, that is since I was 
admitted to the bar, because before that I, of course, as a legal clerk, 
did help in preparing things. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes; you have testified to that. 

When were you admitted to the bar? 

Mr. Rusrn. I could not give you the exact date, because you are 
admitted to each bar of each court separately, and it was over a period 
of several months that I went to first one court and then another. 

Mr. Sourwine. But it was this year? 

Mr. Rustin. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. In connection with the process of becoming ad- 
mitted to the bar, were you ever asked to state whether you were a 
member of the Communist Par ty? 

Mr. Rusty. No, I was not asked that. 


Mr. Sourwtne. Did you ever make such a statement in that connec- 
tion? 
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Mr. Rusty. I was not asked it—I did not make that statement, any 
such statement. s 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Witness, in connection with your application 
for admission to the bar, there is one of the questions in the applica. 
tion, the applicant questionnaire, which says this: 

Is there any other incident in your career not hereinbefore referred to, having 
a bearing upon your character or fitness for admission to the bar? If so, give 
full details. 

[ will ask you first if, in your judgment, membership or activity ip 
the program and activities of the Communist Party would be con. 
sidered by you as being an incident in your career “having a bearing 
upon character or fitness for admission to the bar.” 

Mr. Ruprn. The qualified authorities passed on my qualifications 
for admission to the bar, and I assume that I met those qualifications, 

Senator Hruska. What was your answer to question No. 14, which 
I just read a little bit ago, when you filled out the application, appli- 
cant’s questionnaire, for admission to the bar? 

If you wish, I shall read it over again, or I will submit this form 
to you so you may read the form and the language. 

Mr. Leviran. Is that a photostatic copy, sir, of my client’s appli- 
cation ? 

Senator Hruska. No; this is an application blank. It is not a 
photostatic copy. 

Mr. Rustin. I believe I left that blank. 

Senator Hruska. So that when you said that the authorities, exam- 
ining authorities, for the State board of law examiners, passed on 
your application and approved it, if it was a fact at that time you were 
engaged in Communist activities or a member of the Communist 
Party, they were not aware of it; isn’t that true? 

Mr. Rusty. I do not know what they were aware of or what they 
were not aware of. 

Senator Hruska. At least, if that was a fact that you were engaged 
in that type of activity, or a member of that party, you did not dis- 
close it to them, did you? 

Mr. Rustin. I wasnot asked that question. 

Senator Hruska. I will get back to the original question, to which 
you did not respond. 

Is it your judgment When an applicant for admission to the 
bar comes to that question, do you consider that membership or activ- 
ity in the Communist Party or in its program or activities would be 
such an incident bearing upon that applicant’s character or fitness 
for admission to the bar? 

Mr. Rusty. I do not know what the attitude of the board of censors 
is, and that is an answer to the question. : 

Senator Hruska. What is your judgment as to what membership 
or activity in the Communist Party would be, with reference to fitness 
or character for admission to the bar ? 

Mr. Rusty. It is my understanding of the nature of these hearings 
that the purpose is to ask me facts and find out from me, and this 1s 
anopinion. Therefore, I do not desire to answer It. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Mr. Chairman, may counsel speak to that point? 

Senator Hruska. Surely. 





— ——e 


ny 


lon 
Ca- 


ring 
zive 
yin 
‘on- 
ing 


ons 
ons. 
rich 
pli- 


orm 
ypli- 


ot a 


cam- 
1 on 
were 
inist 


they 
aged 
; ris. 
vhich 
o the 
ictiv- 
ld be 
itness 


sNsors 


rship 
‘itness 


ArINngs 
this 1s 


2 


COMMUNIST PARTY IN THE PHILADELPHIA AREA 93 


Mr. Sourwine. The chairman’s question did call for an opinion. 
Nevertheless, the point the committee is attempting to determine is 
whether the witness fully and honestly answered the questionnaire. 
In order to determine that, it is necessary to know, from a subjective 
standpoint, whether he considered information respecting Communist 
activity to have been of a nature that called for an answer. And that 
ig what the chairman has asked, and I think, in that context, the wit- 
ness should be required to answer the question. 

Senator Hruska. The Chair will ask again, do you consider mem- 
bership or activity in the Communist Party, or its program and 
activities, an incident of such a nature that it would have a bearing 
upon the character or fitness for admission to the bar? 

Mr. Rusty. I believe the Chair is asking me an opinion. 

Senator Hruska. Exactly. 

Mr. Rusty. I do not desire to answer that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire? 

Senator Hrusxa. Surely. 

Mr. SourwinE. When you filled out this application for admission 
to the bar, did you fill it out honestly and as fully as you felt it needed 
to be filled out ¢ 

Mr. Rusin. I certainly did. 

Mr. Sourwine. If you had felt that you knew of any information 
having a bearing on your fitness and qualifications to be a member of 
the bar, which you had not already disclosed in the application, would 
you have given that information in response to question 14? 

Mr. Rusty. I feel that I answered all the questions in there honestly. 

Mr. SourwiNe. At the time that you filled out this application were 
you in fact a member of the Communist Party, U.S.A.? 

Mr. Rusty. I refuse to answer that question for the same two rea- 
sons I gave before. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwi1ne. Were you not, as a matter of fact, then and there 
at that time a member of the district committee of the Communist 
Party, U.S.A., in Philadelphia ? 

Mr. Rusin. I refuse to answer that question for the same two rea- 
sons I gave before. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Witness, you testified that you answered all questions in the 
application honestly. You did not answer this question. You said 
you left it blank. Is there any ee reason why you did not answer 
it? Isthere any special reason why you left it blank? 

Mr. Rusty. The way I understand the formulation of the question 
in the application is, if you have nothing to say, you leave it blank. 

Senator Hruska. I will read the question, and I am reading now 
from the blank: “Is there any other incident in your career not here- 
inbefore referred to having a bearing on your character or fitness for 
admission tothe bar? Ifso give full details.” 

Now then it implies that you are to answer “Yes” or “No,” and if you 
say, “Yes,” you are to give details. I do not think it implies, it is 
inherent in the whole thing. And for some reason, you did not answer 
that question. Why? 

48008—59—pt. 1——7 
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Mr. Ruin. The bar association read my answers—that is the way 
I understood the question, that only if you had something to say ther 
you would write it down. They read it and they approved it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Rubin, do you know Eugene Dennis? 

Mr. Rusrn. I refuse to answer that question for the same two reg. 
sons. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwineg. Do you know Irving Potash ? 

Mr. Rusty. I refuse to answer that question for the same two reg. 
sons. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Joseph North ? 

Mr. Rustin. I refuse to answer that question for the same two res. 
sons. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Does your present employment include any duties 
of a legal nature? 

Mr. Rustin. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Does your present employment give you access to 
ee information of your employer and his confidential ree. 
ords ? 

Mr. Rusrn. Do you mean confidential in the sense of security of 
the United States or something of that sort ? 

Mr. Sourwine. I am not asking you to pass on that question, | 
mean confidential so far as your. 

Mr. Rusty. I do not know how to answer the question. 

Mr. Sourwine. I mean as far as your employer is concerned. Does 
your employer give you access to his records which are confidential 
to him within his establishment ? 

Mr. Rusty. I do not understand the question because of the prob- 
lem of what is the nature of confidential material. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Where you are now employed, do you have access 
to all the records of your employer? 

Mr. Levitan. Believe me, sir, I do not understand the question, and 
my client doesn’t. 

Mr. Sourwine. If the witness does not understand it, he does not 
have to answer it. 

Mr. Leviran. He tells me he does not understand it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Let him tell it to me, you do not have to testify for 
the witness. 

Mr. Rusty. I do not understand it. 

Mr. Leviran. We do not want to avoid an answer to the question. 

Mr. Sourwine. If he does not understand it, that is all he needs to 
say, and we will help him with another question. 

Mr. Rustin. I donot understand it. 

Mr. Sourwine. That isall you need to say. 

Mr. Rustin. I said it. | 

Mr. Sourwine. Do the records of your employer include reference | 
to matters which are confidential between him and his clients and | 
customers ? | 

Mr. Rvustn. Ordinarily the records are confidential between my 
employer and clients and customers. I work on those records, post | 
material, and so on. So far as I know there is nothing involved with 
security or anything of that sort. 
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way Mr. Sourwine. You have answered the question. There are such 
here records confidential between your employer and his clients and cus- 
tomers, and you have access to those records? 
Mr. Rusrn. I gave my answer just before. 
Mr. Sourwine. That is right, you did. 
— Mr. Rustin. I post material 
Mr. Sourwine. And it will show. Have you ever disclosed any 
matter concerning which you gained knowledge as a result of your 
access to those records to any member of the Communist Party? 
Mr. Rusrn. No. 
Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever met on the premises of your present 
employer with any person known to you to be a member of the 





Communist Party ¢ ; 
Mr. Rusrn. The answer is “No” with respect to meeting on the 
business premises of my client—any such meeting. 


Luties Mr. SourwinE. You mean of your employer? 
Mr. Rustin. My employer, I am sorry. 
Mr. Levitan. ‘That is my fault. 
Ss to Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Rubin, do you know Matthew Snyder? 
| rec. Mr. Rusrn. I refuse to answer that question for the same two 
reasons. 
ty of Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 


Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Thomas Nabried? 
n. I Mr. Rustin. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons. 
Senator Hruska. Same rulin 


Mr. Sourwi1nz. Do you know Beewe Davis? 
Does Mr. Rustin. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons. 
ential Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Abraham Sokoloff ? 
prob- Mr. Rusin. I refuse to answer that question for the same two 
reasons. 
access Senator Hruska. Same we 
| Mr. Sourw1nE. Do you know Louis Kosyalko? 
n, and Mr. Ruin. I refuse to answer that question for the same two 
reasons. 
es not Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
Mr. Sourwi1ne. Do you know William Crawford ? 
Mr. Rusin. I refuse to answer that question for the same two 
fy for | reasons. 


Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to deny it if it 
estion, | is untrue, that you do know these persons, and each of them, and that 
sedsto | they are fellow members with you of the district committee of the 

Communist Party, Philadelphia. 
Mr. Rustin. I will not comment for the same two reasons. 
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Senator Hruska. Same ruling. , 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Rubin, have you been connected with the col- 
lection of money for the Daily Worker and the Worker? 

Mr. Rusty. I refuse to answer that question for the same two 
reasons. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. On May 8, 1958, at a meeting at 917 Race Street, 
Philadelphia, did you report on money collected for the Daily Worker 
by congressional districts ? 

Mr. Rust. I refused to answer that question for the same two 
reasons. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Rustin. Did you then and there report $52 from the First 
Congressional District ? 

r. Rustin. I refuse to answer that question for the same two 
reasons. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you then and there report $27 from the Second 
Congressional District? 

Mr. Rusty. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you then and there report $200 from the Sixth 
Congressional District ¢ 

Mr. Rusin. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Isn’t it a fact that at that meeting, or immediately 
rior thereto, you had been informed by note that a deposit of $200 
ad been made as a result of collections from the Sixth Congressional 

District ? 

Mr. Rusrn. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Will you tell us who gave you that note or from 
whom it came? 

Mr. Rustin. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you at this Race Street meeting on May 8 re- 

port $20 from the Fifth Congressional District ? 

Mr. Rustin. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you report $21 from a group of shopworkers! 

Mr. Rustin. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you report $7 from southeastern Pennsylvania, 

outside the city of Philadelphia? 

Mr. Rugrn. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you report $5 from a group of electrical 

workers ? 

Mr. Rustin. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you report $252 from the Fourth Congressional 

District ? 
Mr. Rusrn. Same objection. 
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Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
L Mr. Sourwine. Did you report $130 from the young people? 
Mr. Rusrn. Same objection. 
Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
Mr. Sourwine. Did you report $110 from the West Philadelphia 
Second Congressional District ? 
, Mr. Rustin. Same objection. 
” Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
Mr. Sourwine. Did you report $187 from the industrial section ? 
Mr. Rusty. Same objection. 
Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
Mr. Sourwine. Did you report $25 from the State of Delaware? 
st Mr. Rusty. Same ruling. 
Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Rubin, I will read you a list of persons known 


NO 


a | to have attended the meeting at 917 Race Street on May 8, at which 
| you made the reports about which I have asked you, and I wish as I 
nd | read each name off to you, you would answer the question as to whether 


| you know this person. 
| ° Mr.Sourwine. Ben Weiss? 
| Mr. Rosin. Same objection. 

| Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
th Mr. Sourwine. Jack Zucker ? 
Mr. Rustin. Same objection. 
Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
Mr. Sourwine. Tom Nabried? 


Mr. Rustin. Same objection. 
Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
Mr. Sourwine. Sol Rothenberg? 


ely | = Mr. Rusty. Same objection. 
200 | Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
nal | Mr. Sourwine. Eleanor Williams? 
Mr. Rosin. Same objection. 
| Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
~ | Mr.Sourwrne. Mr. and Mrs. Sokoloff ? 


Mr. Rusin. Same objection. 
Senator Hruska. Same re 
Mr. Sourwine. Earl Wajdyk? 
Mr. Rustin. Same objection. 
Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
ers! | Mr. Sourwine. Beth Leib? 
Mr. Rusrn. Same objection. 
Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 
Mr. Sourwine. Eugene Dennis? 
Mr. Rusin. Same objection. 
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Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Ben Weinberg ? 

Mr. Rusty. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Barney Nitzky? 

Mr. Rusin. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is your full name? 

Mr. Rusty. My full name is Mortimer Daniel Rubin. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever used any other name? 

Mr. Ruprn. Yes; Daniel Rubin or M. Daniel Rubin. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you have a Communist Party name? 

Mr. Rusrn. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever attend a meeting at the home of Mat. 
thew Snyder at 227 Harrison Avenue, in Norwood, Pa. ? 

Mr. Rusin. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. I put it to you as a fact, and ask you to deny it if it 
is not true, that you did attend a secret meeting of the Communist 
Party at that place on September 6, 1959. 

Mr. Rustn. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you attend a meeting at the Essex Hotel in 
Philadelphia on October 10 of this year to celebrate the 40th anni- 
versary of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Rusty. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Rubin, at the meeting at 917 Race Street in 
Philadelphia on May 8 you spoke of the task of “trying to decrease the 
number of socialist-thinking people in our country and to increase the 
number of people in our Communist Party and strengthen the Con- 
munist Party.” The use of the phrase “our Communist Party” by you 
at that time indicates that you knew then and there that you were 
talking toa Communist audience. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Rustin. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. At this Race Street meeting on May 8 you spoke of 
having “reestablished, as a full-timer of the Communist Party in this 
district, Comrade Tom Nabried.” Did you by that statement refer 
- Nabried having been put on full-time salary by the Communist 

arty ¢ 

Mr. Rusrn. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you, as a matter of fact, know that Tom Nabried 
is employed full time by the Communist Party in connection with 
organizational work in the distribution of leaflets ? 

Mr. Rusin. Same objection. 

Senator HrusKxa. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Rubin, at this Race Street meeting on May 8 
you stated that— 


One of the best things we can do to invest in the future of our young people 
is to contribute to the fund drive for the Worker and the Communist Party.” 


As: 
cont 


S 
M 
you 


to h 


ate 


f it 
List 


, in 
the 
the 
om- 
you 
ere 


2 of 
this 
efer 


ried 
vith 


COMMUNIST PARTY IN THE PHILADELPHIA AREA 99 


Asa result of this plea by you, did the persons at that meeting make 
contributions ? 

Mr. Ruzrn. Same objection. 

Senator Hrusxka. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Rubin, at that Race Street meeting on May 8 
you stated that— 

This fund drive that we are just starting now and hope to conclude by July 1 
is for the sum in this area of $5,000: $3,000 of that is going to the Worker and 
to help maintain the national office of the Communist Party; $2,000 will stay 
in the district and will be used for such things as paying the full timers, main- 
taining the office, and for the agitational material that we put out.” 

To what agitational material were you referring? 

Mr. Rusrn. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Rubin, has any of the money collected at that 
meeting, or any of the money collected in connection with this fund 
drive for $5,000 been used to pay you for work done for the Commu- 
nist Party ? 

Mr. Ruzin. Same objection. 

Senator Hruska. Same ruling. 

Mr. Sourwine. I have no more questions of this witness, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Senator Hruska. Mr. Mandel, have you any questions? 

Mr. Manpet. No. 

Senator Hruska. Very well, the witness is excused. 

Mr. Sourwine. I have one suggestion, Mr. Chairman, which the 
Chair might consider to have merit. It might be ordered that this 
record be held open for a copy of the application actually filed by 
this witness with the bar association if we can secure that from the 
proper Officials. 

Mr. Hruska. How long would you suggest that it be held open? 

Mr. SourwineE. I think, if we are going to be able to get it, we should 
be able to get it within 3 days—this is a weekend—say by Tuesday of 
next week. 

Senator Hruska. The record will be held open for a period of 10 
days so there will be ample time for such transmission, for time that 
might be involved in the preparation, and also for any other material 
which the hearings here may have indicated counsel might get. 

(The subcommittee’s request was denied.) 

That will conclude the hearings at this time in Philadelphia. The 
committee report will be made in due time. 

The chairman would like to say that we are gratified at the progress 
we have made here in many respects. We do feel that we have reached 
a very vital area of that part of the Communist Party program to 
revitalize and to reorganize and strengthen its activities and program 
in America. The prospective and impending meeting of the 17th 
Convention of the Communist Party U.S.A. in America will be an 
event to which all of America will look forward with a great deal of 
interest. We have always kept as close an analysis of that and as 
competent an analysis of it by people who understand these meetings 
and what they mean and we propose to do that again this time. 

While there are other activities with which we will deal in due 
time, that is all for the present time. 
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Mr. Sourwine, have a anything to add to that? 


Mr. Sourwtine. Not 


ing, Mr. Chairman. 


Senator Hruska. If not, the meeting is adjourned. 


(Whereupon, at 12:10 
to the call of the Chair.) 


p.m., the subcommittee adjourned, subject 
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